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Current Topics. 


Visits to Legal London, 

WE ake glad to call attention to the announcement on 
another page of the series of visits arranged by the Selborne 
Society to ‘‘ Legal London.’’ The first visit will be on Satur- 
day, lst February, and will be to the Law Courts, when Sir 
Epwarp Marsnact Hatt, K.C., will explain the procedure of 
a civil action with such illustrations as are to be gained by a 
view ’’ of the scene of conflict. The visit has been arranged, 
we gather, by permission of Mr. Justice DarLinG, and is not 
limited to members of the Society. On Saturday, 8th February, 
the visit will be to Lincoln’s Inn Fields, including a visit to 
the offices of the Public Trustee, under the guidance of Sir 
Cuarvts Stewart, who, we learn from the full programme of 
the Ramble Section for January to March, will entertain the 
visitors to tea in the offices. And on Saturday, Ist March, 
there will be a visit to the Law Society’s Hall, when Mr. E. R. 
Cook, the Secretary of the Law Society, will be the guide. 
No doubt these visits will give the public a useful insight into 
the mysteries of the law. 


‘e 


A New Divorce List. 

HITHERTO THERE have been two great classes of cases in the 
Divorce Court, jury actions and actiong in which the parties 
have dispensed with the jurors. Of course, until last year, all 
actions in which damages against the co-respondent were 
claimed—+.c., all the old crim. con. actions in tort—were neces- 
sarily placed in the common jury list because a judge alone 
could not assess damages. At least this applied in the case of 
all undefended actions ; though in a defended suit the parties 
could agree to give the judge jurisdiction. The result was that 
such undefended actions involved the delays and expense of a 
jury trial. But now under the Juries Act, 1918, section 1 (d), 
which applies for the duration of the war, a judge can assess 
damages instead of a jury in such undefended actions The 
question at once arose, should such suit continue in the jury 
list or be transferred to the undefended list? The first practice 
is inconsistent with the withdrawal of a juror. The second 
is very inconvenient to practitioners, since it mixes a lot of 
very short cases with a few which are necessarily much longer. 
The via media is a new special list, and this course, as we 
stated last week, Mr. Justice Cotertpce has adopted . Clegg v. 
Clegg (Times, 16th inst.). 

45 
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Aerial Transport. 

THE RECENTLY issued Report of the Civil Aerial Transport 
Committee deals with two interesting legal points—one of 
public international law, the other of municipal law. On both 
points the Committee had the assistance of the Report of a 
Committee, of which Lord SypENHAM was chairman, 
and which included Mr. Butter AspinaLi, K.C., Mr. Batrour 
Browne, K.C., Sir M. D. Cuatmers, Mr. W. Joynson Hicks, 
and Major E. Etvy Ross. This is printed as an Appendix 
to the General Report, and it includes a print, with observa- 
tions, of the International Convention in regard to Aerial Navi- 
gation drafted by the Conference held at Paris in 1910, and 
also a print of the Aerial Navigation Bill, which was drafted, 
we gather, in 1915, but had not been completed or introduced 
before the war The fundamental question of public law 
relates fo the nature of State rights in the supra-territorial air. 
ubject to State sovereignty by analogy to 


Special 


Is this space to be 
egus est usque ad 
or is the principle of “‘ freedom of the air ’’ to prevail, 
modified so far as necessary for State protection? The draft 
Convention appears to assume the former principle, since it 
recognizes the right of each State to regulate flying in its own 
supra-territorial air space; but the clearest recognition is not 
in the draft itself, which left the articles as to aerial naviga- 
tion in such air space undecided, but in the rule proposed for 
insertion by the Sub-Committee of the Committee of Imperial 
Defence in 1913 
‘* Each contracting State shall permit for so long as the present 
Convention is in force the aircraft of the other States to fly within 
the limits of and above its territory subject to the restrictions laid 
down in the following rules :”’ 


the maxim of private law: Cujus est solum, 


coelum; 


These rules included the right of each State to forbid the navi 
gation of foreign aircraft so far as it deemed necessary to 
guarantee its own security or that of the lives and property of 
its inhabitants. The paragraphs of the Report of the Sub- 
Committee on the question are not printed, though the reason 
for their suppression is not clear; but clearly the Sub-Com- 
mittee pronounced in favour of ‘ sovereignty of the air,’’ for 
the General Report, after pointing out that the argument for 
the doctrine of State sovereignty in the air space usque ad 
coelum is in the main a military one, says: 


ience of the present war has merely served to increase 


The exper 
the force of these considerations, and we agree with the Special 
Committee that the doctrine of State sovereignty in the air usque 


ad cotlum, on which this country acted befere the war, and on 


which, along with neutral countries, it still acts, is sound and 
should be adopted as the basis alike of international agreement 


and of municipal legislation 


The Sovereignty of the Air. 

THE REASONS for recognizing the doctrine of the sovereignty 
of the air are very clearly stated by Dr. Hucu Bettort in an 
article with this title in the current number of J/xternational 
Law Notes. There is at first sight a certain analogy between 
the sea and the air, and just as the high seas are recognized as 
free to all peoples, so, too, it has been contended, should the air 
be free. But practically, of course, there are distinctions. The 
freedom of the seas is the result of thinking in two dimensions. 
A State is supreme over the land within its own borders, and 
to this has been added such a breadth of adjacent sea as is 
required for the due protection of its shores. But beyond these 
territorial waters there is mare liherum. Turn this into three 
dimensions, and we bring in the air—that is, the supra-terri- 
torial space ; for, as Dr. BELLor points out, it is a question of air 
spaces and not of the air itself. To apply the analogy of the sea, 
there should be a zone of territorial air-space reserved for the 
State, and above this shoul be aer liber, extending upwards 
to the acther liber, and this is how the advocates of the freedom 
of the air visualize the matter. Dr. Bettot explains the views 
of various jurists of this school, and most of them allow to the 
State only a supra-territorial zone, extending up to various sug- 
gested heights, over which they can exercise jurisdiction. But 
this fails to recognize the essential differences between hori- 
zontal and vertical action. In the case of aircraft the law of 
gravity has to be reckoned with and the fact of vision. Air- 
craft can drop bombs and can observe, and no supra-territorial 





zone, without sovereignty in the upper air, will answer 
the requirements of the safety of the State. Hence 
other jurists claim sovereignty for the State to an 
unlimited height, though some would qualify it by allow. 
ing a right of innocent passage for aircraft—an _ ease- 
ment or servitude of free passage. Of this view Professor 
WESTLAKE was a leading exponent. But Dr. BELLot supports 
the view that no such qualification can be recognized as a matter 
of right. It must be left to the discretion of the State—which 
will naturally be anxious to encourage peaceful aerial naviga- 
tion—and to international convention, and such convention, of 
course, implies no infringement of State sovereignty. He 
points out that the usque ad coelum maxim does not represent 
the rule of the civil law, which only granted to the private 
owner such rights as were necessary for the use of his land ; and, 
from the experiences of the present war, he draws the same con- 
clusion as that embodied in the Report of the Civil Aerial 
Transport Committee: 

“From such and similar experiences of the war [i.e., bomb- 
dropping, &c.], it may safely be predicted that the doctrine of the 
absolute sovereignty of the air by the States will ultimately prevail, 
It may, with equal assurance, be predicted that every State, 
prompted by self-interest, will, for purposes of international inter- 
course, relinquish such portion of its sovereignty as may be deemed 
easential in the general interest.”’ 

Trespass in the Air. 

THe Question of municipal law to which we have referred is 
that of the liability of the owners of aircraft for injury done 
to person or property. At present the law on this point is in 
an embryonic condition, and the only guide has been the 
ad coelum maxim.. But in Pickering v. Rudd (4 
220), Lord ELLensporovucu, who had already bal- 
loons in view, demurred to the doctrine of the mere 
interference with the superincumbent space being an 
actionable trespass, though he thought that if there was 
any damage, an action on the case would lie. In Kenyon v. 
Hart (6.B. & S., p. 252) Lord Biacksurn suggested that the 
stricter view of trespass was correct, and in Wandsworth Board 
of Guardians v. United Telephone Co. (13 Q.B.D., p. 927) 
Fry, L.J., entertained no doubt that an ordinary proprietor of 


usque 
Cam., p. 


land could cut and remove a wire placed at any height above” 


his freehold. This, however, does not imply a very lofty sphere 
of control, and is consistent with the rule of the German Civil 
Code, that a proprietor is only interested to the height of his 
effective possession ; see Pollock on Torts, 10th ed., p. 364. 
There, so far as judicial dicta go, the matter seems to rest, and 
the draftsman of the Aerial Navigation Bill inserted as 4 
settlement of the question the following clause :— 

12.—(1) The flight of an aircraft over any land in the British 
Islands shall not in itself be deemed to be trespass, but nothing im 
this provision shall affect the rights and remedies of any person m 
respect of any injury to property or person caused by an aircraft, 
or by any person carried therein, and any injury caused by the 
assembly of persons upon the landing of an aircraft shall be deemed 
to be the natural and probable consequence of such landing. 

The Special Committee of the Aerial Transport Committee im 
principle approved the clause, and recommended that no action 
for trespass should lie except for material damage to person of 
property, whether caused by flight, ascent or landing, or 
fall of objects from aircraft; but that the obligation in such 
an action for trespass should be absolute, negligence not being 
a necessary element in the aviator’s liability and -‘‘ unavoid- 
able’’ accident no defence; and that an action for nuisand 
should lie for damages only, and then only if breach of flying 
regulations was proved as well as actual nuisance. We print 
these recommendations on another page. It may be doubted 
whether ‘‘ nuisance ’’ is here used in the technical sense ; t-¢4 
a direct infringement of a right, which is actionable without 
proof of special damage. Probably it means an interference 
with the convenient use of property, which is ordinarily 
subject for an injunction. The Special Committee, howevet, 
proposed to strengthen clause 12 of the Bill, and the Main Com- 
mittee supported their view in an interesting passage which also 
we print on another page. The matter promises interesting 
developments in the future in view of the expected coming 
aerial transport 
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» Building Society Morigages aud Iuaorsed Receipts. 
WE PRINTED recently (ante, p. 191) a letter from ‘‘ A and 
B,”’ raising a question as to the form of requisition which 
should be made on behalf of a purchaser in order to determine 
in whom the legal estate in property, which has been held by 
a building society as mortgagees, vests by virtue of a statutory 
indorsed receipt. The difficulty which such receipts cause is 
well-known, and as Lord Cairns, C., observed in Pease v. 
Jackson (3 Ch. App. 576), a Chancery suit may be required 
to determine the matter. Events have proved the correctness 
of the remark, and a short indorsed conveyance would probably 
be simpler than a statutory receipt. Certainly it would in 
complicated cases, though a statutory receipt is well enough 
where there are no other incumbrancers concerned. Under the 
Building Societies Act, 1874, the effect of the receipt is to 
vest the legal estate ‘‘ in the person for the time being entitled 
to the equity of redemption ’’; and this has been held to 
mean the person who at the time of the indorsement has the 
better equity to call for the legal estate: per Lord Watson in 
Hosking v. Smith (13 App. Cas., 582). And this is not neces- 
sarily the next incumbrancer. If a third party has advanced 
the money to pay off the building society, then such third person 
has the better equity and he gets the legal estate: Hosking v. 
Smith ; and if he in turn is paid off by D, then D has a better 
right to call for this estate than an intermediate incumbrancer 
of whom D had no notice: Croshie-Hill v. Sayer (1908, 1 Ch 
866), a case to which our correspondents refer. It seems to be 
& proper inference from these authorities that the form of requi- 
sition which should be made will depend on the nature of the 
title, and if equitable incumbrances are disclosed, it will be 
very material to know under what circumstances the building 
gociety was paid off. While, even if no such incumbrances are 
disclosed, it may be material to know that it was the mortgagor 
and not a third party who found the money for redemption. 
We doubt, however, whether in a simple case—a building 
tociety mortgage with an indorsed receipt, and no other contem- 
poraneous incumbrance—any inquiry on this head is commonly 
made ; that is, the abstract is accepted as sufficient. But if it 
i made—since it affects the legal estate and not an equity which 
oes not hurt in the absence of notice—we are inclined to think 

should be answered. We should be glad, however, of any 
expression of opinion on the point. 


The Transmutation of Property 6n a Sale of 
Goods. 


WE AL. know that a contract for the sale of goods is now 
regulated by the Sale of Goods Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict., c. 
1), and that a very practical and important question some- 


| mes arises under an every-day contract respecting the trans- | 


Mutation of the property in the goods. This is the reason 
Which gives interest to the recent case of Pignataro v. Gilroy 
(W. N. 1919, p. 27). From the moment when, by the con- 
Wact, the goods are transmuted and vested in the purchaser, 
he must, in general, stand the loss arising from any subsequent 
damage or destruction. The case to which we allude was upon 
Sale of 140 bags of rice, delivery of which was to be taken in 
rteen days. On the expiration of that time the purchaser 
@at a cheque for the price, with a request for a delivery order. 
vendors sent a delivery order for 125 bags then lying at 
Scertain wharf, and, as to the remaining fifteen bags, wrote 
that such bags were lying at the vendors’ premises ready for 
ivery, and requesting an immediate removal. The pur- 
r, however, neither replied to this communication nor 
any steps to remove the goods, whether because of the war- 
disorganization or for what other cause we do not gather. 

A month passed, and then the fifteen bags were one day, with- 
tany negligence on the vendors’ part, stolen from their 
mises. What, in these circumstances, would be the inci- 
ce of the loss arising from this theft? Had these fifteen | 
= been insufficiently appropriated as the goods on which the 
“Sntre was to operate (see Sale of Goods Act, s. 18, r. 5), 
Sthat the goods still continued at the vendors’ risk? ‘he 
mtned county court judge who heard the case held that the 
fors had appropriated these bags of rice to the contract, but 





% 
¥ 


| that, as that appropriation was not assented to by the pur- 
chaser, the property had not passed. The Divisional Court 
(A. T. Lawrence and Row att, JJ.) decided that a purchaser’s 
neglect to reply promptly to a notice of an appropriation made 
at his request amounts to an assent, and, accordingly, that the 
property in these goods had passed to the purchaser, and he 
must bear the brunt. This seems a very useful decision, and 
one that would be well worth remembering in other cases of a 
party's silence or procrastination. We may go on to remind 
a reader that until the appropriation in question became bind- 
ing upon both these parties it was revokable by the vendors, 
and in that aspect the decision is also useful, though it does 
not state the exact length of neglect to reply that would be 
necessary to amount to an assent As Lord BLACKBURN re- 
marks, the application of the principle of subsequent appro- 
riation leads to nice and subtle distinctions. Wherefore, will 
not any decisions that will elucidate and illuminate such re- 
finements be the more welcome and profitable? And, more 
over, be the surest means of preventing the apple of discord 
from being thrown among commercial men ? 


| 


Trustees and Income Tax 

Tue Income Tax Acts have been framed on the theory that 
equitable ownership is as truly ownership as legal ownership 
is. They constitute, in fact, a particularly plain legislative 
recognition of the equitable estate in a true right of property 
This underlying principle comes out very clearly in one of the 
latest cases on income tax, Williams v. Singer (1918, 2 K. B. 
749) The point to be decided was whether the liability 
for tax on investments in foreign securities held by British 
trustees resident here on behalf of a non-resident foreign cestue 
trust, the proceeds never being remitted to the United 
Kingdom, is to be determined by the domicil of the trustees or 
Sankey, J., held that the 
domicil of the cestud que trust was the determining factor, and 
that ‘‘ the residence of a trustee is not visited upon the cestur 
trust so as to make the latter liable for income tax when 
he would not otherwise be so liable.’’ Had the proceeds of 
the investments been remitted to England the cestui que trust 
in the present case could apparently have been charged with 
income tax as a non-resident through her trustees, by virtue of 
section 41 of the Act of 1842. The case of the proceeds not 
being remitted to England was provided for by section 5 
of the Finance Act, 1914, which enacted that income tax 
should be payable on income from foreign securities ‘‘ whether 
the income has been or will be received in the United King- 
dom or not,’’ with a proviso that the section should not apply 
| to a person ‘‘ not domiciled in the United Kingdom.’’ In the 
present case the trustees, the legal owners of the income and 
its capital, were domiciled in the United Kingdom, and the 
question was therefore neatly raised, which domicil, that of 
the trustees or that of the cestui que trust, was to be regarded. 
Sankey, J., thought that section 5 of the Act of 1914 ‘‘ enlarges 
the class of property, but does not enlarge the class of persons 
liable,’’ and that a trustee could not be made liable for income 
tax out of the cestui que trust's moneys when the cestu: que 
| trust was not himself liable ‘It is the profits that have to 
pay ’’—that is, the profits of property are treated as owned 
| by the cestui que trust and not at all by the trustee. The 
| Income Tax Acts, in fact, treat a trustee as a mere agent. 
| Williams v Singer is probably one of the last of the cases that 
will be decided under the mass of confused legislation known as 
the Income Tax Acts. These are now consolidated into the 
Income Tax Act, 1918, which was assented to in August last, 
and comes into force on 6th April next. No less than fifty- 
two statutes and parts of statutes will have been repealed by 
the new Act 5 of the Act of 1914 must now be 
looked for in the rules on Cases 4 and 5, part of Schedule D, 
which form part of the first schedule to the Act of 1918 


q ue 


the domicil of the cestua que trust. 


q ue 





| 





Section 


The Great Seal. 

SAVAGE TRIBES have their totem, removal of which from the 
precincts of the tribe exposes al] its members to divine anger and 
destruction 


hence such impiety is the most sacrilegious of acts. 
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The ancient Hebrews, too, attached a sanctity to the Ark of 
the Covenant, the penalties for violating which are well known 
to all school children. Something of the same tradition lingers 
in our constitutional law round the Great Seal of the Reaim. 
To remove it outside the realm is to compass the King’s ruin, 
and so is doubtless an act of treason. For the Great Seal is the 
outward and visible embodiment of the Royal Conscience, and 
under that curious survival of the dogma of divine right 
which underlies much of our legal rules concerning the Pre 
rogative, although overthrown in the political world by the 
final victory of the Puritan Parliament in 1648—no other 
legal mode exists of verifying the Royal Assent to Orders, 
letters patent and charters except by affixing the Great Seal 
thereto. Now the Great Seal is in the keeping of the Lord 
Chancellor, and it follows that during his tenancy of that office 
he cannot leave the realm. One Lord Chancellor in recent 
times has indeed done so—Lord Ha.pang, who in 1913 visited 
America to address the United States Bar Association; and 
now Lord Birkenneap—to give Sir F. E. Situ his intended 
new title—has followed the example of innovation in sacred 
things thus set him, and has, we read, gone to Paris on a brief 
visit But Lord Hatpane left the Great Seal behind him in 
the custody of three Lords Commissioners, while the new Chan 
cellor has, it seems, taken no such precaution. Hence the Par- 
liamentary correspondent of the Times has been dilating upon 
constitutional usage in regard to the Great Seal, and upon 
undry adventures of that interesting implement in the days of 
Lord E.pon, who buried it during a fire in his house, and then 
had great difficulty in finding it again, and of Lord Brovecnam, 
who allowed it to be frivolously used by the ladies at a Scotch 
country house. All very interesting; but possibly we do not 
take these things seriously enough, and, as to the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s trip to Paris, we are tempted to say, with the Biglou 
Papers, ‘‘ My! ain’t it terrible? Wut shall we du? ’”’ 








Laws and Proclamations of the 


German Provisional Governments. 


By Cuartes Henry Husericu, J.U.D., D.C.L., LL.D., of 
the United States Supreme Court Bar; and Ricnarp 
Kina, Solicitor of the Supreme Court, London. 

(Continued from page 209.) 
aA. 
First MEETING or Bertin Counc. 

On Sunday afternoon, 10th November, the first assembly 

of the Workmen's and Soldiers’ Council was held in the Circus 

Busch in Berlin. Meetings had been held in the forenoon 

in the barracks and hospitals and in various industrial estab- 

lishments. 

Herr Barta was elected chairman and Lieutenant Watz 
vice-chairman of the meeting, and MULLER and MOLKENBUBR 
were designated as secretaries. Deputy Esert announced 
that an agreement had been reached between the Social Demo- 
crats and the Independents. Addresses were made by Haase, 
LIEBKNECHT, Captain von BEERFELDE and MULLER. 

The election of the executive committee resulted as 
follows : — 


For the Independent Socialists: Barth, Muller, Eckhardt, 
Wegmann, Neuendoff, and Ledebour. 

For the Social Democrats: Heller, Guhlich, Rusch, Bugel, 
Hiob, and Mainz. 

For the Soldiers: Molkenbuhr, von Beerfelde, Gerhardt, 
Hertel, Lempert, Haase, Balz, Bathusch, Bergmann, Kohler, 
Echtmann, and Wimpel. 

The following manifesto was adopted and published!: 


The old Germany is no more. The German people realizes that 
for years it has been surrounded by falsehood and deceit. The 
vaunted militariem that was recommended as an example to 
The revolution began ite triumphant 


mu¢ ) 
the entire world has collapsed. 


1 Official Gazette, 12th November, 1918. (Non-official part.) 





march in Kiel and has victoriously asserted itself. 


The royal 


dynasties have forfeited their right to exist. The crowned heads 


have ‘been divested of power. Germany has become a Republic, a 
Socialistic Republic. The doors of the prisons have opened to free 
those who had been convicted or who were under arrest for political 


and military offences. The Workmen's and Soldiers’ Councils are 
now the bearers of ey: sovereignty. In garrisons where no 
Workmen's and Soldiers’ Councils exist the formation of such 


councils will proceed rapidly. In the rural districts Peasants’ 
Councils will be formed for the same purpose. 

The first task of the Provisional Government, which is als n 
firmed by the Workmen's and Soldiers’ Council of Berlin, is to 


conclude an armistice in order to end the bloody massacre. Imme 
diate peace is the watchword of the revolution. However that peace 
may be, it will be better than a prolongation of the atrocious 
butchery. 


In view of the social structure of Germany and the degree of 
development of its economic and political organization, a rapid and 
consistent socialization of the capitalistic means of production can 
be accomplished without serious disruption. This is necessary in 
order that a new economic structure may arise out of the blood- 
soaked ruins and to avert the economic enslavement of the masses 
and the destruction of civilization. 

All those who labour with their heads or with their hands, and 
who are permeated with this ideal, and honestly desire to assist 
in its realization, are called upon to help. The Workmen's and 
Soldiers’ Council is fully convinced that a revolution for the accom- 
plishment of the same ends is in process of formation in the entire 
world. The Council confidently expects that the proletariat in 
other countries will set in motion al! its powers to prevent a viol 
tion of the German people at the termination of the war 

The Council reg A with admiration the Russian workmen and 
soldiers who have progressed along the ways of revolution, and 
proud that the German workmen and soldiers have followed them, 
and have thereby maintained their old fame of being fighters in the 
front ranks of the International. 

The Cowncil sends brotherly greetings to the Russian Workmen's 
and Soldiers’ Union. The Council resolves that the German Re 
publican Government shall immediately take up international rek- 
tions with the Russian Government, and expects the carrying out 
of this policy in Berlin. By the awful war that has lasted over 
four vears Germany has been devastated in a most terrible manner. 
Material and moral values that can never be replaced have been 
destroved. It is a gigantic task to bring forth new Tife out of these 
devastations and ruins. The Workmen’s and Soldiers’ Council 
conscious the fact that the revolutionary power cannot by & 
single stroke make good the crimes and errors of ‘the old regime 
and of the propertied classes, and that it cannot immediately place 
the masses in a brilliant position, but this revolutionary power # 
the only one that can still save what is left. A Socialistic Republie 
alone is in the position to make use of the power of international 
Socialism to bring about a durable democratic peace. 

Long life to the German Socialistic Republic! 


Under date of 12th November, 1918, there was issued the 
following manifesto? to the German rural population : 


To the German Rural Population ! 

The new German Imperial Government hereby calls upon all 
sections of the rural population, without distinction of party, 
act in common, and voluntarily to form peasants’ councils, m 
order to render secure the food supply of the people, to preserve 

‘ peace and order in the country, and to permit of an unimpeded 
prosecution of the agricultural industry. 

The Imperial Government desires to limit the action of the State 
in assuring the food supply for the people to the most necessary 
limits, recognizing that voluntary action and local administration 
will accomplish these purposes more quickly and better than the 
best bureaucratic organization. The more the rural population 
contributes by voluntary self-created local and communal com 
mittees, to provide for a quick and continuous supply of food 
stuffs necessary for the maintenance of the people, the less w 
it be necessary to resort to forcible measures. The rural population, 
therefore, has it in its power to limit such interference to the least 
possible amount. 

The rural population can rest assured that the Imperial Gover 
ment will protect it in the most energetic manner against arbitrary 
acts of unauthorized persons in dealing with the relations of pre 
perty and production. If persons are not driven from the ily 
to the country by famine, and the masses of soldiers streaming 
back from the front can be provided for in the proper manner, such 
measures of protection will not be necessary. Therefore, 
voluntary delivery of the necessary foodstuffs is the surest pr 
tection against disturbances of peace and order in the rural districts, 
and guarantees in the best manner the undisturbed prosecution 
of rural industry. It is hoped that the rural population will be 
conscious of this fact, and will do everything in its power to proteé 
the German people against perishing from hunger in this serious 
crisis. No one will demand from it anything unreasonable, not 
make it responsible if difficulties of transportation or other circu 
stances cause a disturbance in providing for the inhabitants; bet 
in its own interest and in the interest of all of the people, 





2 Official Gazette. 13th November, 1918. 
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rural population must without delay proceed to the voluntary 
organization of peasants’ councils. 

Happily, the organizations of German agricultural interests have 
already made such a proposal to the agricultural bodies of Ger 
many, and have reached an agreement upon this point with the new 
Imperial Government. 

It is necessary now to act prompt! t away with every 
passive resistance, and by a co-operation between the peasants 
councils in the rural districts on the one hand and the War Food 
Board and the workmen’s and soldiers sin the cities 
the other, to avoid the dangers that famine would 
bound to bring down on the individual and on the entire « 
munity. 

Peasants, agricultura] labourers, artisar 
in the country—form peasants’ councils 

Berlin, 12th November, 1918 

This was signed for the Council of Ps 
by Esert, Haase and others. 

The chief Government officials were temporarily empowered 
to continue their functions * 


ndustrial workers 


The Secretaries of State and the « eis Imperial pureaus 


have been authorized by the Imperia] Government provisionally to 
continue in the exercise of their offices. The entry by persons 
without authority into the othces of the Imperial bureaus and the 
doing of official acts by such persons is not permitted 
Berlin, llth November, 1918, 
The Imperial Government 
Epert, Haast 


This is also brought out in a manifesto published in the 
Official Gazette of 12th November, 1918: 


To the Inhabitants and Soldiers of Greater Berli 

The Executive Committee of the Workmen’s and Soldiers’ Counc) 
elected by the Workmen's and Soldiers’ Councils of Greater Berlin, 
has assumed its duties. 

All Communal, State, Imperial and military officials continue to 
exercise their functions. Al) orders of 
authority of the Executive Committee of the Workmen's and 
Soldiers’ Council. All persons must obey the f 
All bodies provisionally orgauized within Greater Berlin since 
the beginning of the revolution, including such as bear the name 

Workmen's and Soldiers’ Council,’’ and who have carried out 
certain administra ive measures, 18e pe ration immediate y 

iAll further orders and decrees will be made immediately 
proper civil and military authorities 

All proclamations and orders of the Executive Committee w be 
signed by the two chairmen, Ricuarp MULLER and von BEERFELDE. 


ese othclals are made unde 





orders of these o 





This was signed on behalf of the Executive Committee of the 
Workmen’s and Soldiers’ Council by Emit Bartu and others 
An appeal was also made on 11th November, 1918,4 to pro 
tect the distribution of goods and the operation of public 
utilities. 
Workmen! 

The furnishiz 
fered with. Ti 
bution of 

‘All public utiliti 
savings banks and ot! 
portation, are similarly placed under the protection of the public 

llth November, 191 


foodstufie to Greater Berlin must not be inter 


foodstuffs and the offices for the distri 
ed under the protection of the public 
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THE PROCLAMATION oF 12TH NOVEMBER. 

One of the most important acts of the Provisional Govern- 
ment is contained in the Proclamation of 12th November, 
1918 5:- 

To the German people! 

The Government that has come forth out of the revolution, and 
which is politically under purely Socialistic control, has set for itself 
the task of carrying out the Socialistic program. The Government 
proclaims with the force of law the following :— 

1. The state of siege is terminated. 

2. The right of associations and assembly is subject to no limita- 
tion, not even for officials or employees of the State. 

3. There is no censorship, The censorship of the theatre ‘s 
terminated. 

4. The expression of opinion in word and writing is free. 

5. The freedom of the exercise of religion is guarantees 
one may be forced to perform any religious act. 

6. Amnesty is granted for al) political offences. Procesdin 
pending in reference to such offences are dismissed. 

7. The law regarding national service is abrogated. wit 





exception ol the provisions re ] uuing to settlement of disputes. 





3 Official Gazette, 12th November, 1918 
4 Official Gazette, 12th November, 1918. 
§ Official Gazette, 13th November, 1918 








The regulations regarding labourers, as well as all exceptional 


ed 


bic 


n 










ing day the Imperial Bureau 


agricultural labour, are abrogated. 


mnning Of the war, are hereby again 


ating to the protection of labourers which 


within a 
1919, a 
in force. 

» provide for sufficient 
regarding the assietance of 
This ordinance distributes the 

the Commune 
kneas, the oblig 
ent limit of Marks 


by placing dwe ngé 





ward securing a regulated food supply 


lu n and protect 
as the 


guiated pro 
te individuals 


henceforth tal ce on the 
universal! suffrag r appli 
ma] voting, for ons over 
or fem ile. 
ipphes also mnatituent 
> whi ‘ther regulations il! ssued 
mber, 1918 


Esert, HAASE, SCHEIDEMANN, d three 


n of the samé an Imperial Bureau 
bilization wa blished, and a Proclama 


wine term 
PROCLAMATION, 


ust, for the 
ind Soldiera 
industry all 

ick the r 


ind other emp the same 





ndustries, and workshops,,in 80 
W here rt 
rmer work, the demobilization officiais 
emergency work, 
k w receive employment and wages 
t will provide for all persons unable 
sary pecuniary means will be available 
employed is assured 
1918 


y materiala are avVailabi 


Enert, Haase, Korrn 


nomic 


ied a decree allowing twenty pe 


ce 


list 


PARLIAMENT 


f 


13t 
14t 


19 


14 


antimony, lead, z 
teel-hardening pr¢ 
d for peace purpose d the 












issued dex laring certain venicl to be 


rovertime nt licence 7 


with the operation of the transportation 
ribution of food and coal is the subject of 


ued ( 10t l November, Lith November 


ri n owners ¢ f rene used 
continued in force by : imation 
1918 9 


ugainst the sale and disposal 
countries and belonging to Get 
mber, 1918 
The | perial Government, 
Enert, Haase. 


[To be continued. | 


In our recent 


ame of M: 


' 


p. 100) the 


I 
member for Norfolk, Southern ( 


h November, 1918 

h November, 1918 
14th November, 1918 
h November, 1918. 


_ THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





Jan..25, 1919 











A Ministry of Justice. 
The Admiralty Model. 


We nave ire ! 


Machinery of Gover 


187) the Report of the 
regards the Lord Chancellor's 


mmarized 
ment Committee a 


(ante, p 


Department and the J posed Minister ft Justice and have printed 
(ante, pp. 197 and 217) the recommendations of the Committee The 
present article supplements the one which appeared recently in a series 
of articles dealin tI rious phases of Re nstruction Ep. SJ | 

WHEN the subject of a Ministry of Justice was dealt with in 


1) it was treated 
recalled that it is 


the Soticirors’ Journat recently (ante, p 
The fact was 
yuntry to impose a civil head, as represent- 
and that this 
is done in order that they may take their propel place as in- 
struments in the hands of the people for use as and when re- 
quired. And it was observed that, despite the independence 
of the Bench and the freedom of the Bar, it might with equal 
truth be said that the Judicature was made for the people and 
not the people for the Judicature 
public control over organization and procedure, as supplement 
the root of efficiency in the 
administration of the law, in organization and pro 
cedure that vexations more especially lie And from this the 
conclusion was drawn that the defect of the Judicature lay in 
the fact that it is without that constitutional representative 
which the Navy possesses in the First Lord of the Admiralty 
State for War, and 
Parlia 


as a constitutional 
the policy of thi 
ing the State, on both the Navy and the Army. 


jue tion 


It was pointed out that 


ing public control over law, is at 
since it 1 


Army in the Secretary of 


matter ol 


and the 


which renders defence the subject of 
mentary criticism and comment, and the representatives them 


their 


selves responsible to Parliament for the due exercise of 
powers 

Since that article was written, the Report of the Machinery 
of Government Committee has been issued. Though it make 
out an unanswerable case for the appointment of a Minister of 
grounds than from 


of the Law 


Justice, it does so less on constitutional 
motives of expediency It cites the President 
Society regarding the difficulty of getting the attention of the 
Government to legal reform, and it attributes, as one of the 
chief reasons of this inadequacy, the magnitude and variety 
of the duties of the Lord Chancellor, office it is to 
initiate reform The work cast upon the Lord Chancellor, it 
says, as testified by beyond 
the strength of any one man to accomplish, comprehending 
as it does a confluence of judicial, administrative and legisla 
tive matters, all more or less of the first order and importance 
With the assistance of only a very smal! staff under the control 
of his Permanent Secretary, the burden imposed upon the 
Lord Chancellor gives him no opportunity to exercise a close 
personal supervision over the details of the work involved, and 
it is to be inferred from this that only the more pressing work 
machinery and 


who e 


uceessive holders of the office, 


receives attention, and the creation of fresh 
new methods does not keep pace with public expectation, and 
the legal system in consequence falls into disrepute 

The institution of a Ministry of Justice is approached, there 
fore, from the standpoint of a readjustment of the duties of 
the Lord Chancellor and the relief of his overworked depart 
ment. The functions exercised by his office, the Report says, 
clearly admit of a redistribution, and the remedy suggested i: 
that the general work of administration in connection with 
justice should, subject to exceptions made in favour of the 
Lord Chancellor’s department, pass to a regular Minister of 
Justice. By reason of the fact that the Secretary of State for 
Home Affairs is already with numerous 
matters in this sphere, the proposals of the Committee are to 
the effect that the functions of the central Government in rela- 
tion to Justice should be apportioned broadly between this 
Minister and the Lord Chancellor’s department. Though it 
is anticipated that their work would lie in close relations, and 
that their staffs would be in frequent consultation, the duties 
of each would apparently be distinct, and each would be re- 
sponsible directly to the Crown and to Parliament for the 


closely concerned 


hisiness he had undertaken 





Thus the idea of a civil or non-professional head of the 
Judicature has in large measure won the acceptance of a State 
Committee, and the great constitutional principle underlying 
the control of the Navy and Army is by implication adopted 

jut the Report leaves the subject of the new Ministry with a 
certain absence of design in the structure of it. Apart from 
the proposal that the Lord Chancellor should be relieved by 
the Hlome Secretary of the administration of the services con 
nected with Justice, the only thing in the nature of new 
machinery proposed is the formation of a Committee to include 
the Prime Minister, the Minister of Justice, the Lord Chan 
cellor or Lord Chancellors who have preceded him, and the Lord 
Chief Justice, which it would be the duty of the Lord Chan 
cellor to consult on making appointments to the Bench, though 
he would retain full responsibility for them and be free to act 
on his own opinion, The wonder is that the Report, after its 
adoption of the principle of a civil or non-professional head for 
the Judicature, has not pursued its policy of reconstruction 
further upon the same lines. The Admiralty, in its admin- 
istration, affords a bountiful field of inspiration, and though, as 
the Report says in another connection, the exact objects of 
civil administration are less obvious and less easily defined 
than those with which the Navy and the Army are confronted, 
yet the control of the Navy embodies certain well-tried prin 
iples of administration which admit of adaptation. 

It is felt that the scheme of naval management in its larger 
aspects is eminently fitted as a model for the ordering of the 
Judicature, and that, as the Board of Admiralty took the 
place of the Lord High Admiral of former days, so a Board of 
Justice, with the Minister of Justice as its head, might, in 
the domain of Justice, take the place of the Lord Chancellor 
Whether a Board so designed be the Committee suggested by 
the Report, or whether it is to be found in an elevation of 
the present Rule Committee, reconstructed with functions 
enlarged and distributed, is matter for determination. But 
whatever foundations are built upon, the scheme of the Board 
of Admiralty should serve by way of a starting point in recon- 
struction, : 

In a system so conceived, obvious parallels would obtain 
In like manner as the First Sea Lord is the ‘‘ chief naval 
adviser ’’’ and chief officer of the Board of Admiralty, so the 
Lord Chancellor, as the professional head of the Judicature, 
would be ‘‘ the chief legal adviser ’’ and the technical head of 
the Board of Justice. By this appointment his extra-judicial 
offices and his functions as a member of the Bench would be 
untouched, but he would, as a member of the Board, deal gene- 
rally with the subject of personnel in the Judicature, and would 
have charge of all appointments and promotions, and would 
dispense all honours and rewards. Matters of procedure, 
finance and material would come under the special super- 
intendence of other members, and in this way a small body of 
‘legal lords’’ would undertake amongst themselves, accord- 
ing to a definite scheme of distribution, the functions touching 
the servicesiof Justice, as the naval lords undertake amongst 
themselves the functions touching the services of Admiralty 
Amongst the legal lords would be one who would more espe 
cially devote himself to the study of reform in procedure, and 
in this way the recommendations of the Report, to the effect 
that the Ministry of Justice should contain experts charged 
with the duty of watching over the necessities of law reform 
and studying the development of the subject at home and 
abroad. would be fulfilled. All the members of the Board 
would be answerable to the Minister of Justice, and he in turn 
would be responsible to the Crown and to Parliament, and, as 
with the Admiralty, so with the Board of Justice, this Minister 
would be supreme, and the remedy of the legal lords, if their 
advice were not taken, would lie in resignation. 

By comparison with the ineffectual office of the Lord Chan 
cellor in its relations with organization and procedure, such 
an institution as the Board of Justice here suggested would 
work miracles in bringing the Judicature into touch with the 
people and rendering it an efficient instrument towards the 
catisfaction of publie wants. Tn one great and fundamental 
respect it would depart from the naval parallel. The Judica- 
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ture. would not be an instrument in the hands of the Govern- ; in astrong position. When he appears in court and states that 
ment for giving effect to policy. But like the Navy and the | he is instructed, indeed, he is deemed prima facte to be in 





Army in the exercise of their professional duties, the inde; end structed, and the Court will not listen to any layman or soli 
ence of the Bench would be maintained as the chief sup] ort of | cit who gets up and says that he has not been instructed ; his 
the liberties of the people, and the same > jealousy would | aut ity to appear cannot be inquired into, and a layman who 
guard it. The Report itself acknowledges that no one proposes | finds a barrister of whom he has neve! heard professing to 
to interfere with the powers or duties of the } idges, and the | appear for in a case W he knows nothing must 
administration of the law, as distinct from matters of organiza- | instruct a solicitor to brief another counsel to approach the 
tion and pr cedure, would be affected as little by the appoint Court and illenge the first rrister’s authority: Murphy v 

ment of a civil or non-professional head of the Judicature with | A 1 (185 13.1. L. R. 430) But when two or more 
his legal staff, as are the operations of the Navy and Arm ounsel, instructed by different ‘itors, claim to represent 
impaired by civil supremacy as the d nating feature of their | the same party, and challenge each other's authority, then the 
distinguishing system of control. It is not in the exercise of | Court will inquire into the authority of the solicitor ind so, 
judicial functions that renovation is sought The case for re I ectly, into that of the barrist Re Londow and Man 


construction is rather that m nceptions touching the i1 ( hirect I endent Railway ¢ (1849, 18 L. J. Ch 


dependence of the Bench should no longer be allowed to retard | 245, 247) It sl noted that in a case counsel 
reform in the services that attend it As the Committee say, | must produce an actual brief if he claims to be instructed: the 





improvement is required in ng out of the Court mere receipt of a retaine not enough: Doe d. Crake v 
decrees, the general admin ti necessary for which, as| 832,5 C. & P. 315 

now ordered, forms a division of Government as widely scat Once, however, counse instructed by the delivery of a 
tered as it is large. There is no functionary at present, they | brief to ippear at t hearing of an action r to take some 
add, who can properly be called a Minister responsible for the | similar step in litigation, his control over the case is prima facie 
subject of Justice, and there is no governing factor by meat ab its Woscati vy. Lawson, per AupEerson, B. (1835, 1 Moo 
of which professional preconceptions on reform can be reviewed | & R. 454) H uthority may be expressly limited in the 
in the light of public requirements on the subject The sugge nstructions contained in the brief, but even then no limitation 


tion is now made that these omissions should be repaired by | is valid which is consistent with counsel’s unfettered control of 
taking the Admiralty as a model for a new system, and this| the case. The remedy for an aggrieved client is to revoke the 
is justified by the fact that the Admiralty the system which | retainer nw h ca nee a definite revocation has been 
has best stood the test of time and trial of all our institutions, | made—he can either arrange for his solicitor to instruct another 


and it is the one that has most won the respect and confidence | ad ut onduct the case himself: Parkinson v. Hanbury 
of the nation D.M.G (1867, L. R. 2 H. L., at p. 6). But when once a case is fairly 
nn oa before the Court and counsel seized of it, his authority can 


_ . not be revoked: R. v. Mayhury (1865, 11 G. T. 566). Of 
Compromises by Counsel. irse, this is ‘subject to any express limitation on counsel’s 


, ae Fs ntained in the brief; but counsel ought not to accept 
I'ne recent case of Shepherd vy. Robinson (Times, 21st January) 








; ; ‘ , 2 ca n any terms limiting hi neral authoritv, and it 19 
illustrates a difficulty which sometimes arises in practice The far — ey | ‘ ly 
. rs Yi ae ALION l VAI MA eTe it eriousi 
position of counsel in our courts 1s a very peculiar one. Theoret tees 4] Al : , 
: <a ‘ ° Lf ere l iu I ’ /., the provision that coun el 
cally, barristers retained to conduct litigation are the honorary trust, th i t ! t ar | rist return 
d - f ] e t rile t lial rl ler or! t 
patrons of their clients, who look to them for protection and OE Sn ; 
. . . . . ‘ ‘ ATTIM i’ 
assistance in securing the.r legal righ tne barrister is 1 ri } | t} 
: i@ apse e’ oF ¢€ re ! tat ? nt nec n 1° 
supposed to be an agent acting for a reward, and neither can he} j} 0 ¢ ;, b ahes at ; f Ban I 
| bris is been he that the author of counsel justifies him 
sue for his fees nor is he liable for negligence in the performance = ¢ ‘ fol . ‘ ‘ 4} f 7 
. : ." : . | l i I o V exe ey n the course ¢ an 
of his forensic dutie rhe result is that h tatus is peculiar] . 4: . f ‘ 1 ' 
j t . , ‘ . } : ; a can ca , oF x e call, an witne ne pleases 
and rather anomalous in our legal system; he has the aut ’ - 
| Stra I , 1866, L. R. 1 Q. B. 379), can withdraw 
rity of an agent to whom a special duty has been delegated, ae j FAH A eg aa gies. s ; Sons 
vet he is not an agent , ; , 2 il | the prin f oT th acme : auton 4 + shea a re 
"] , cal < ee! ‘ ce %s < ‘ ai as ‘ , ” ‘ € SI | j ed 
law of a ae ur Ms ore | al ! to th relat tf | , : proce or a verdict (Matthews v. Munster, 1887, 
ot agency can nomore be a le o the relation ¢ arrister | 9 1A 
sata! ath € app ; 20 Q. B. D. 141), can undertake not to appeal (#4id.), and 
and client than to the case of a parliament-man and his con af 9 j ’ : 
. : ; in f on a mobion* ior new tna te the reduction of 
stituents In fact, the status has an historical origin [t are dan , All these »+4 ure ithin th ithorit f 
, ! J >n e! » withi e al ority o 
in medizval times, when the feudal system w unding fron ind the cor pe nt is not needed. Wher 
1 . ’ . . . ! con nt I f lent } 1eeded eTe a 
a mere relation between officer and lier to a mode of land nise, then. merely affects one of these matters. ¢) . 
. : com] then, mere alter ne hese matte 1a con 
tenure and civil government; so that the unprotected commoner t of the ' int But where it nts t 
‘ l ke T \ “Te 10 al l ‘ 
** commended ’ imself to t rvice « n influential k t ; a> ig Bs pie 
tetera — =~ * _ o INDUCRUA! ANI_U Mull rom of the 7 litie t, and not a mere 
or noble or priest, and thereby, in return for homage and sub , ‘ , ' 

. ’ : . I i t ‘ the mmpro ‘ ’ easi 
mission, received protection against agere so the naples i} : nans nt = thy ince] mplied inet ions to 
, , ‘ss , . ¥ ' : | 
lit nt commended himself to the protection of me mem| ' or def t} ’ nd to he | t 

6 , , ( { ling Ww ! 
oF those | nourablie “eT1es and priviiece corporat I Lie | 4 = f | ' 
forerunners of our modern Inns of ( irt which } essed | 
speci | ‘ ? ? t it ‘ ne more 
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an ancient R man patrician rator to | clients ’’ was readily Vai salle tot 4. 9 
: ; 2 : ‘ ‘ e ' } ) i@ | ene } rit ' 
perceived, So the practice grew up of regardi cou? ‘ : P ai , hald 
, , $ ; : ‘ npror ma » hele 
like mere mercantile agents or the infe re 3 of ivent “=e , hick 
, ae » - oT ¢ } } 
the attorneys ylicitors and pr oO! is rather the master and ] ea narun . } } liy T Gre¢ ! 
: “ ite : - ‘ e fir r rn the 
protector t ian the obedient servant of pri y _ the ent } ‘ me — . ; ry r nd 4 1} 
The intervention of a third party, the eitor. het har ‘ ont nf ns hin f 7h l’s int t ind? er 
i l | ! ? eve 
nster and layman, tended to conserve this peculiar 1 é +] nad i ‘ ’ 1 
f ] ] “4 l } } . 9 . es! ep t mat ! ent 7 cna e} con 
Of col sel. é t ca -ahionsni e en counse 11 ent f r> ’ » ‘ ‘on 
pounse » and to fix rela lp et f ur el ! erred: Porter Cooper (1834.1 Cr. M. & R. 587) 
which constitute a priv leqium not e where KI \ t our! T . ashes 4 +} r neral 
law ye ; : 7, rit of eo inee! } if ; lene wn to the ther 1 rt ont | 
The practical result of this historical evolution is that ae = sent entilai Bain an insel’s authority by } 
, nee exp I ed on cou ithor y his 
@ounsel, once briefed with the assent of the lay client, stands | pwn pliant. We Wohl 1Qr4 >, si ia 
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when ari express limitation has been placed on 


Francis (supra): in such cases the compromise is binding. 


third case aris¢ 


counse: power but he ne verthele Ss ct m promises in the bona 


fide, but mistaken, belief that his chent has withdrawn the 
limitation, and the order of court has actually been drawn p 
embi ying the et m promise in uch case the compromise 15 
binding: Ntrau hk (supra) Ol course, where counsel! 
acts in excess of his general authority in the bond fide, but 
errone is, belief that he em powered to do so, the same prin 
ciple ap} It iould be noted, however, that the comp »tion 
of the mpromise by t drawing up of the order is a condition 
precedent to its acqu ion of a binding sanction: until the | 
agreement ts ti pleted the Court can interlere, and reluse 
to let t ivreement stand: Get qs*°v. Cloney (1913, 43 Ir 
L. T. 55) 

On t f ha ‘ ire a number of cases 1n w la 
con ‘ l counsel v be held invalid. The first 
ol est Lrea een pointed ¢ vhere the com promise 
Was unau rized and the orae is 1 et been drawn up. 
A ond equally obvious, namely, where the limitation on 
oounse authority’ was in fact known to the other side And, 
in addition to these cases, even where counse! had authority to 
eettie, the ttlement will be set asid yy the Court Io any 
reason which would induce it to set aside an ordinary contract 
between the partie ¢.0 é ential error as to the terms of the 
settlement, dure fraud, infancy, and nacy of client Veale 
v. Gordes Lennox (1902, A. C. 465), and cases there cited 
Whether lunacy on the part of the barrister who effected the 
compromise would avail to invalidate it is an academic que 
d&jon This has not yet arisen, and presumably is never likely 
bo arise 

Now two recent cases illustrate the difficulty of applying the se 
principle In Shepherd V hob pson (7 mes, ya t January), 


an action on six pl » notes was compromised at the trial 


by counsel for the plaintiff agreeing to accept judgment for a 
lesser sum than claimed, w ‘th 1 stav of execution for three 
mont The plaintiff was not in court at the moment of settle 
ment, but in a nei iring café, and counsel negotiated t 

qettlement in the erroneous belief that his solicitor had seen 
the client and that the con promise itisfied her Llere even 
if the compromise was in excess of counsel’s apparent Luthority, 


the defendants were ignorant of that fact Therefore, had the 


it would have been 


ler been drawn up, no steps to impea h 
aucoessful But before the drawing up of the order, the 
plaintiff challenged it validity, and satisfied the Court that 


sented, and had not intended to assent: therefore 


tored on terms to the list 

In Rex v. Harold Vi (Times, 90th 
different point came up. A schoolmaster 
had a conference with counsel and solicitor as to his 
He de ill medical witnesses and evidence as to an alibi, 
but it was finally decided by his legal advisers to call only 
evidence as to character. When the trial actually came on at 
the Old Bailey, abandon also the evidence 
as to character, had no witnesses to call. 
Thereupon the pri und expressed a wish to 
to the facts, but finally 
in the mistak el was only announc- 
to character. He 


she had nota 
the case was Tre 
arren January) a rather 
accused of sodomy, 
defence. 


ired to ca 


counsel decided to 
and told the Judge he 
soner intervened, 

alibi 


en be 


ind the medical 


lef that cour 


call evidence a 
gave way ; 
ibandon the evidence as 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 








ing an intention to 
was convicted, but the Court of Criminal Appeal decided to 
ignore the course taken as based on a mistake which n ight result 
in a miscarriage of justice, and fact. consented to hear the 
new evidence. with the result that they reduced the verdict to 
one of cuilty on a less serious charge than that of which the jury 
had convicted the defendant It may be said, then, that in 
criminal cases any serious risk of injusti a sufficient ground 
for ignoring an unauthorized step in the case 

The Marshal of the Admiralty and Prize Court announces that, in view 
of the fact that the restrictions on export in 1 by the War Trade 
Department to prevent g ds reaching any undesirable destination render 
any additional precautions unnecessary, the exaction of bonds by him 
in all prize sales is to be discontinued he efort} 


Reviews. 


Criminal Law. 

A Dicest or THe Law, Practice anp PRocEDURE 
INDICTABLE Orrences. being “ Archbold” abridged and alpha- 
betically arranged. By Artuur Denman, M./ r.5.A 
Barrister-at-Law and Clerk of Assize for the South-Easterm 
Circuit, assisted by Wittram Cecrt Bernarp, M.A., LL.! 
Barrister at-Law and Clerk of Indictments on the same Circuit. 
Second Edition. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 25s 

This wae, 
dictions ary 


ne pee 7) 


as was explained in the first edition, is a as a 
Archbold The twenty-fifth edition of that work 


has recent ig appeared, and the references in the new edition of "the 
‘Digest” have been altered accordingly. There has also been 
important legislation requiring to be incorporated—notably the 


Indictments Act, 
consolidating and 


calling for extensive n 


1915, and the Larceny Act, 1/16. Other recent 
amending statu’es are the Children Act, 1908, 
tice, the Perjury Act, 1911, and Forgery Act, 
1913, and gradually the criminal law is coming to be codified 

though even with codification it remains a mass of complication and 
detail, which, for the busy practitioner, is very usefully put into 
dictionary form. Under “ Highways, Nuisances to,” will be found 
a very convenient classification of the various kinds of highway, and 
statement of the parties indictable for non repair, with a summary 
of the rel statutes; and th re useful notes on modern 


vant are 








subjects, such as the procedure of the Court of Criminal Appeal and 
the probation of offenders. The present edition appears to have 
been very efficiently revised. 
Correspondence. 
A League of Nations, 
To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 
Sir,—I appreciate your comment on my letter on the League of 
Nations, and I thank you for publishing it. 


it lay 
seems li k elv 


The real purpose of in the final words : 

‘The issue to reside in a conflict of British and 
American notions of politic al amalgamation with their written 
and unwritten bases of constitution respectively ; and, from the 
elasticity that marks it, it is to be hoped that the Peace delegates 
will take British for their model, for only by moderating 


their resort to formula will they give any degree of safety 
and permanence to the institution they create. With no 
uthority to bind, it is in the spirit rather than in the letter 


that foundations for their structure will be found.” 

I now see that Lord Robert Cecil has forecast the British model 
with the same moderation of faith in the written word. In the 
Daily Mail this morning he is reported to have said :— 

“ The British Government does not favour setting up a rigid 
International Court for dealing with differcnces the 
British view is that there should be no definite prescribed 
organization with rigid rules of procedure . . .° In hisopinion 

» should be more afraid of those who sought to make the 
legthiaaticn too rigid than of those who would not go far 
enougb.” Dovueias M. Gane. 

106, Leadenhall-street, 

January 2 23rd 


London, E.¢ 
1919. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division. 





BURY v. BURY. Coleridge, J. 17th January. 
Divorce—Wire’s Surr—Born Partres Roman CatTHotics—MARRIAGE 
IN IRELAND REGISTERED UNDER 26 & 27 Vict. c. 90—PRoor or Mar 


RIAGI 
A certified ¢ Ps y of entry in the marriage register may be accepted as 
e, witho dling an expert witness. 

This was 


a wife’s suit for divorce on the grounds of her husband's 


fon ertion and adultery. The petitioner and the respondent were both 
Ro Catholics, and were married on 4th December, 1899, at the 
Rot man Catholic Church of Adare, co. Limerick, before the parish priest 
A certified oa of the entry of the marriage in the register book 
was identified by the petitioner, the material facts of which were as 
fi ile ws: “Regulations of Roman Catholic marriages in Ireland, 26 


& 27 Vict. c. 90. Certified copy of entry in the marriage register book 
registered this 4th day of December, 1899, by P. Macnamara, Deputy 
Registrar. Married in the Roman Catholic Church of Adare according 
to the rites and ceremonies of the Roman Catholic Church by me, and 
according to the requirements of the Matrimonial Causes and Marriage 
Law (Ireland) Amendment Act, 1870. J. 8. Flanagan, P.P.”” The 
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certificate was stamped with an Inland Revenue stamp, which was 
cancelled. Counsel for petitioner cited and discussed 14 & 15 Vict. c. 99, 
a3. 10 and 14 (Lord Brougham’s Act), and 26 & 27 Vict. c. 90, ss. 11 and 14 
(Marriage Registration (Ireland) Act) : 

Coteripce, J., accepted the certified copy of the entry in the 
marriage register as sufficient evidence of the marriage, without re 
quiring the evidence of an expert witness.—COUNSEL, J. Bucknill 
Soticitors, J'ownsend & Sharpe 

[Reported by ©. G. Tasor-Ponsonsr, Barrister-at-Law. | 


MACKAY AND ANOTHER wv. RAWLINSON. Coleridge, J. 
2ist January. 
Wui—Propsate Action—Unperenpep Suit—Proor or Execution 
PRACTICE 


i 








is so, although they are entitled to apply the supply furnished to them 


the one station to any ordinary use for railway purposes. By such 

user they are not mplyit vith section 58 of the Waterworks Clauses 

Act, 1847 and section 18 f the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1863. The 

ppl granted was for the supply of water to the first station, 

| I ifined to that station. Further leave or licence fos 

zx k l f ! e! " been proved.—CdOuNsEI Ward 

( ridge, WK. and W. #. J n; C. B. B. Jenkins, K.C., and J. & 
iH wictrors, 7’. H. Dawe; ¢ n d& Son 


4 will may be prove d without calling an attesting witne hy y | 
1 witness who was present at the execution. | 

This was a probate action, in which the plaintiffs, as executors, pr 
pounded a will and codicil dated respectively in 1915 and 191% Phe 
defendant. who had entered a caveat, as being interested under a will 


dated 26th July, 1918, had not put in any defence, and had intimated tua 
she did not contest the validity of the plaintiffs’ will. Counsel f 
plaintiffs called the solicitor who ud prepared the will and 
who was present at its execution, but was not an attesting witnes being 
a beneficiary under it. 

Coteripce, J., said that he understood that the practice was to call 
an attesting witness 

Counsel submitted that it was not essential, and in this case it was a 
great saving of expense not to do so. The defendar t f 


that the said will was not duly executed I 

enacted that a will, to be duly executed, mi inter alia Le signed by 
he deceased in the presence of two witne s. There was nothing 1 
the Act to say that the attesting tnesses ist prove that All that 
had to be done was to prove that the provi f the Act were com 
plied with. Here the witness wi s called proved that he w ‘ 


solicitor and knew how a will should be executed, 


execution, and he proved the handwriting of his two cl 
Coreripar, J., said that he was satisfied, and pronour ed for t 

and codicil dated resnectively in 1915 and 1917 nd ordered each party 

to pay his own costs. -Counse., W. O. Willis, for the plaintiffs ; J. H 

Murphy, for the defendant. Sortcrtors, /liffe, Henley, d& Sweet, for 

the plaintiffs; Gedge, Kirby, & Kirke, for the defendant 


(Reported by C. G. Tatsor-Ponsonsr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


he will 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY C). v. BRADFORD CORPORATION 


P.O, Lawrence, J. 27th and 28th November. 


Water Surppty—Ratway Station—Frtow Surricrent ror ORDINARY 
Purposrs—Breacu or CovENANT—WaTERWORKS Clauses Act, 1847 
(10 & 11 Vier. c. 17), s. 58—Warerworks Ciavuses Act, 1863 (26 & 27 
Vier. c. 93), s. 18. 


Where a railway company laid a pipe and a water unde rtaking subse- 
quently acquired tt and covenanted to keep it in repair, 

Held, that on proof by the railway company of a substantial diminu 
tion in the flow, caused by the pipe being furred up, they were entitled 
to @ declaration that the water undertaking ought to repair the pipe 

A railway company supplied with water measured by meter to 
station A is not entitled to carry on such supply to station B, as so 
doing would not be complying with section 58 of the Waterworks Clauses 
Act, 1847, and section 18 of the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1863 


This was an action by the railway company for a declaration that 
under a certain covenant the defendants were bound to repair a pipe, 
and that they were bound to do so even though the flow of water 
might be still sufficient to supply their railway station for ordinary 
railway purposes. The defendants counter-claimed to restrain the plain 
tiffs from using the supply of water carried on by the railway ompany 
to another station from this station. The facts were these. In 1883 
the plaintifis laid down a pipe connecting one of their railways with 
the water undertaking of the defendants, and they were granted bv the 
defendants an application for the supply of water to their station on 
the terms of their paying for the water consumed as measured by 
In 1910 the defendants bought this pipe from the plaintiffs and 
covenanted to keep it in repair. In 1886 the railway company carried 
down the water supply from this station to another further down the 
line, and used the supply to that station without ever having made an 
application for the supply to the second station. In 1916 the plaintiffs 
proved that a substantial diminution had taken place in the flow of 
the water to the upper station, owing to the pipe being furred up, and 
this action was accordingly started ae Ks 

P. O. Lawrence, J., after stating the facts. said There has been 
@ breach of the covenant to repair, and the plaintiffs are entitled to 
& declaration that the defendants ought t 
that there has been a substantial di 
I also hold that the plaintiffs are not entitled to 
Water to the one station for the purposes of the other station 


meter 


oO repair the pipe, the proof 
minution in the flow being sufficient. 
use the supply of 
and that 





(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barristerat-Law.) 


High Court——King’s Bench Division. 


STEARN v. PRENTICE BROTHERS (LIM Div. Coart 20th Dee. 
i t—NUISANCE—ADJOINING Oc eRS—Harsourntne Rats—Destrvc 
10» Cre 
1 arm j f f r premises, for 
f “7 j 4 ‘ / jf whi tt; ted rat 
] j ” » 4 ‘ ; a farmer. The rata made 
ie the f 1 the fields and entered the farmer's land, 
i been carried j it least 
f f ¢ heap had 
Y / ( / in past irs nything to 
po? ’ fual y take j em the bera of 
/ ; ufo Ml r 
] j , P 
i — at j e shewing t t there ha been 
i Of on the fact ry premises, or 
ad e Oy the defendants r of any 
f l y th i te the plaintiff could not nntaim an 
\ plaintiff from the Stowmarket ( nty Court The 
| i for jury to the plaintiff's crops by rats. The 
plaintifi rmer, and the defendants were bone manure manu 
facture! » carried 1 busir n premises contiguous to the plain- 
tiff fiel« I plaint , 1 that the defendants had suffered 
the rat t on pl " in large numbers, and to escape 
ind 1 ‘ 1 t The defendants premise were on land 
led by at f on plaintiff's fields where the damage 
vas d Lhe « nd business had been carried on for at least 
t , i the | f had le no complaint till the years 
191¢ and 1917 wh 1 there xd been a irge increase of rats on the 
plaintiff eld I he purpose of their business the defendants had 
, | ‘ } cted the rat Between the defendants’ 
f the plaintiff fields there were runs which shewed that 
ul f rat vd } ed vards and forwards between the 
i I t plair f ‘ I re was no evidence to shew that 
the | parti t of t lef lant business had increased, on 
that the p of bone V urger than in past years, or anythin 
to she that the increase the number of rats was due to anything 
d I t defendant It was quite tent ith tl plaintiff's 
‘ ler that the crease in the number of rats was due to ita bein 
" d breed ug ear. or to the fact that the neighbours had not killed 
d t t \ the previous winter, for want of labour, 
perhaps, or me othe AUS It was not shewn that the rats were 
bred on t defendants’ premis nor did it appear where they were 
bred r that the defendants had neglected any duty they had of 
destroyu the rat The plaintiff had made no attempt to destrov 
rat to protect his crops from being damaged by them, although 
durir he year 1917 he had-eccupied the meadow. The only tacts, 
therefore ere that the defendants had a heap of bones on their 
premise which was likely to attract rats, and had in fact attracted 
rats, that t plaintiff had ripening rn crops on his land which would 
ord food for rats, that the rat vere in the habit of crossing the 
meadow backwards and forwards between the defendants’ factory and 
the plaintiff’s fields, and that the rats, by feeding on the plaintiff's 
rn. did substantial damage The county court judge held there was 
¢ j e to si 7 " f action, and entered judgment for the 
ae rdant 
Bray, J., read the judgmet f Tue Court (Bray and Avory, JJ.) 
The question hers whether a man who, in the ordinary urse of 
busine has large quantities of f 1 on his premise which is likely 
t : ’ a Y ble for dar ¢ 1used by rate » attracted 
_ wnyv ¢ le e that tl ¢ ntitie of food were unusual or 
It +} this 1 2» novel cause of action It is 
um bent n ft I intiff t | ! ome authority in ipport of 
} ae bine Lord ( eridge d in Guiles v Walker 48 W R 
782. 24 Q. B. D. 65 I never heard of such an action as this 
There I t 1 as bet ) adjoinir occupiers to t the 
t} h ar ‘ r th of tl oil Sever ses were 
ted I / f > { tep. 104b), d led der 
39 & 40 F il It us there ld that if a man mal ney 
boroughs } ind wih i I at number t they 
lest } I larid next adjoini } neighbour ca t have 
in action on the iwainst him who makes the | ney bor yughs ; 
the é n | ne ibour land |} may kill 
them. for they are fer natura, and he who makes the ney boroughs 
has no propert n them, and } hall not be punished for ¢ damage 
‘ ht evs do in which he has no property, and which the other 
mav lawfullv kill T s was an action on the case, as in the present 
instance, and seems to be directly in point I am not aware that this 
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RICHES v. RICHES A 
HH AND 


FF INTEREST ON LOCAL LOANS NOT SECURED 


er been overruled or questioned. It was approved and 


Brady Warren (1900, 2 Ir. R. 632). It was cited in 
leo 5, W. R. 900, 15 Q. B. D. 258), a case relied 
There the plaintiff was tenant to the defendant 
lal re rvi t ri t to kil game The 
ly 1 large number fy sant und 1 turned 
ft i ad ! t! pl till land whence tney 
| int ; nd and dama ! h crops. 
hal Boulato ws «othe 
«i I I ! tr y 
I | I ‘ rt nent 
I 1 t increase 
| ! is u andl ar 
i t t a d « 
por sintill pro} or 
4 ] \ and the hich 
} ' TI ¢ la 
‘ 1 d ft t tl 
! I ear 
I | not kill 
' | fer natu I last 
Ss f JouRNAL, 61 Ther 
t ind exce tion 
j i injunctior rest Lining 
1 | lling manure on hi 
I ! ted partly of 
f } i t nanur l ib case 8 
| ed Jud found that there an unusual 
There no evidence here of 
done by tl lefendant In my opinion 
I proy it forward by the | rintiff 
11 t be dismissed with cost Counse., Herbert 
(’. BE. Jones, for the re ndent So “c'ToRs, 
for G ed G e, B St. Edmunds; Hl Robb 
Tu Turner & Mart Ipswich 


[Reported by G. H. Kwyorr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Division. 
ND CLINCH. Coleridge, J lith December 


I ' ED or D LUTION OF MARRIAGE 
‘ | I As TO THE | ENT 
nu ( , DENT 
tat ,} wai F , ‘ 
j y u ; te ; ; pn er 
ni? / ; / with the 
/ M j 
( t wu f i? / 
ur fficientls tated in the head 
{ e pet j iad wsed (Curt (‘urt 
76), Get (Jetty (1907, P. 334), and Weinburg v. We 
R | nitted t ther vas no hard-and-fast 
1 that the Court had power 
it ! i that the uncorroborated 
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New Orders, &e. 


Treasury Order. 


ON RATES 





( H M s Treasu r e 
po we 1 on T by § n4 

W I a A 191 They have b pleased to 
Minu 14th Janu 1919, that on loans granted 


1917; nor to loans to Territoria! Associations, which, under Section 6 


u ur nclud 
No. 69 of 29th November, List No. 70 of 13th December, List No. 71 


resent Liet, ntair the names which up to this date are included 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LIMITED. 
No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 18653, 

Capital Stock on ons on at — £400,000 
Debenture Stock ons om om own -— £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms ef Propesai aad /ull information can be obtained at the Society's Ofice 

@. H. MAYNE,. Seoretary 


it of the Local Loans Fu 
t wise than on the sec y of 
ig rates olf interest, viz. : 

For periods not exceeding 50 years, 6 per cent. 

For periods not exceeding 50 yeare, 64 per cent. 


nd, subsequently to the date of that Minute 


i ocal rates, there shall be chargeable 


These rates shall not apply to loans under the Housing Acts or to 

vans under the Harbour and Passing Tolls Act, 1861, the rates for 
shall remain as fixed by Treasury Minute of 26th March, 

, 

he Public Works Loans Act, 1908, bear interest at the rate prescribed 

I ns on the security of local rates 

freasury Chambers, 


14th January, 1919 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
The London Gazette of 17th January contains the following, in addi 
ion to matters printed below 
l. An Order in Council, dated 17th January, making additions to 


Statutory List under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of 
owe! Act, 1915, as follows: 
Brazil (1); Ecuador (1); Netherlands (10); Netherland East 
Indies (11) ; Norway (1); Spain (18) ; Sweden (1). 


There are also various removals from and variations in the List. 
List (The Consolidated List, No, 68) consolidating all previous Liste, 
udir hat of 15th November, 1918, together with List 


he 


f 20th Decemb 1918, List No. 72 of 3rd January, 1919, and 


2. An Order in Council, dated 17th January, further amending the 
clamation, dated 10th May, 1917, and made under section 8 of the 
stoms and Ir nd Revenue Ac t, 1 379. ind section 1 of the Exp Ttation 
Arms Act, 1900, and section 1 of the Customs (Exportation Pr 


n) A 1914, whereby the exportation from the United Kingdom 
‘tain ticles to all destinations was prohibited. A number of 
dit y deleted from the list, and a few added. 
The London (Gazette of 2ist January containe no items requiring 
ention other t n < se printed below 
Order in Council. 
NEW DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATIONS 
Re 
It ‘ rdered, that the following amendments be made in the 


Arrest on Suspiciwn 
Regulation 55 shall be amended as follows 


Aiter the first paragraph the following paragraph shall be 


\ny person so arrested may be detained either in civil custody 
itary custody ; and without prejudice to any other powers 


leten 1 any such person may, on the order of the competen 
\ r military authority, be detained in any of His Majesty's 
prisons . perso! mitted to prison on remand, or, in Scotland 


further examination, until it has been determined whether 
proceeded against for an offence under these regu'a 


£g 
nd, if the offence for which he is to be pr ceeded ag 
1 su nary ffence, until it has also been determined in what 
to be tried.” 
After 4 words ‘“ direction from the competent n r 
y aut y”’ the f wing paragraph sha] be inserted 
T power given by tt regulation to an officer of the p e 
dis irge any person in cuet ly shall in Ireland be exer ‘ 
lent t rat r n the police district Du n 


Metropolis l 1 justice of that district.”’ 


Trial of Offences 
> For sub-section (10) of Regulation 56 the following sub-se 
substituted 
10) Any person who is in cust dy in reepect of any offence under 


these regulations may be detained either in civil custody > i 
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military custedy and may at any time be transferred from civil | 


custody to military custody or from custody to civil 
custody ; and without prejudice to any other powers of detention 
any such person as respects whom it has been determined that he 
is to be tried by court-martial or by a civil court 
an order made by the competent nav > vilitary authority im t 
form set out in Part III. of the Schedule to these regulations, be 
detained in any of His Majesty's prisons, as 
for trial for felony, until thence de live d in due course of law 
and in every case in whir » person detained in pursuance of this 
provision is to be tried by a civil court with 
shall, if application is made for the 
naval or military authority 

* (10a) Where any person as respects whom it } termined 


as aforesaid is detained in pursuance of the provisions of t 


miitbary 


with a jury may, on 


person committed 


a jury such an order 


purpose made by a competent 


been de 


going sub-section either in prison or otherwise, he may appry to t 
competent naval or military authority, and t wuthority signifi 
in writing that in his opinion the case is a proper one for bail t 
said person may apply to a justice of the peace for bail, and 
justice may on that application admit | to bail in like manne 
in England and Treland as if he had been committed by that justice 
for trial for a felony 

‘Nothing in this reguiation shall aff ny powel the Hig 
Court or the High Court of Just powel ny cou 


of summary jurisdiction, to admit any person to bail 


“The powers conferred by this sub-section on tices t 
peace shall be exerciseable in Scotland only by a eriff nd 
Ireland only by a resident magistrate or in the police district 
Dublin Metropolis by a divisional justice t district 

Punishment on Co wti hy ¢ ( Martia 
3. In Regulation 57 after the words 8 e belonged to the wi 
in whose charge he may be,"’ there shall be inserted the words “ o1 
he is in civil custody as if he belonged su u = | 
naval or military authority may direct.”’ 
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Ministry of Munitions Orders. 


THE TAR OLTLS CONTROL (SUSPENSION) ORDER, 1919 
















































































































































4. In Regulation 58a for the words “ paragraphs (6) to (10 ther 
shall be substituted the words paragraphs (6) to (9 








Form of Order for Detentia 
5. The following shall be substituted for the form of 
Part LI. of the Schedule of Regulations 


“To the Governor of Hia M tye ty’s Pris uf 
Whereas A.B. is to be prow eeded against ior an Hence inde! 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations 


Now I, the undersigned, being the competent nava nilitary 


authority within the meaning of the said regulations do her by 
request and require you to receive the said A.B. into His Majesty's 
Prison aforesaid, and therein to detain him as a prisoner com 
mitted to the said prison for trial for fe‘ony and to produce him 
as and when required, for the purpose of his tri n pursuance of 


the said regulations and until he be delivered from your custody 
in due course of law. 
Dated this day 

(Signed) 

Competent naval (or miltary) authority 
Revocation 

6. Regulations 8r, 15, 15p, 3p, 30p, 344, 34, 38a, and 42n 
be revoked. 

14th January Gazette, 17th 


Admiralty 
CANOBLLATION OF RAW 


Notice ia hereby given that the Lo 


Order. 
ASBESTOS ORDER 


ls (SOommissioners of the Admiralty 


have cancelled as from the date hereof the Raw Asbestos Order (in uding 
Asbestos Crude and Asbestos Mine Fibres), made by them on t 5th 
day of January, 1918 rhe Order was published in London Gazette 


dated the 8th of January, 1918 
16th January. Jazette. Qs 


Army Council Orders. 
THE SOUTH AFRICAN WOOL AND TOPS PERMIT, 19 
Whereas by the Wool and Tops (Dealings) Orde 19] 
by the Wool and Tops (Dealings Amendment 


; Order. 1917. the m3 
bred or Merino Woo! (Maximum Prices) Order 


1917, and the Meri 
Tops (Delivery) Order, 1917, the Army Coun ilated up er 
conditions Dealings in South African Wool and in Ty ps produced 
om : 
And whereas it is expedient that Wool and 1 ps the d pt 
aforesaid should be dealt in without further restrict 
Now, therefore, in pursuance of the powers con erred upon them by 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations the Army Coun ereby give 
Notice as follows :— — 
1. Notwithstanding anything in the Wool and 1 " Dealing 

































Order, 1917, as amended by the Wool and Top 





W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W, 2. 


AGENTS, 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 
VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


PHONE N PARK ONE (40 Links LEGRAMS WHITELEY LONDOR," 
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RADIO-ACTIVE SUBSTANCES (CONTROL) (SUSPENSION) 
ORDER, 1919 


In reference to the following Order made by the Minister of Munitions 

namery ‘ _ 

The Radio-active Substances (Control) Order, 1918, dated the 15t! 
August, 1918, 

the Minister of Munit 


mus hereby orders as follows 
1) The operation of tl 


e said Order is hereby suspended on ind after 


the date hereo! unt further notice, 

2) Such suspenes shall not affect the previous operation of the said 
Order or the validity of action taken thereunder or the liability to 
ny pen ulty or punis ‘ reapect ol any « yntravention or failure to 
comply with the said O ler prior to such suapension or any proceedings 


remedy in respect ot 
(3) This Order ma’ be 
Suspension) Order, 1919 
Zlst Januar (lazrette, 2ist January 


such penaity o1 punishment. 
cited as the Radio-active Substance (Control 


Board of Agriculture Order. 
TESTING OF SREDS ORDER, 1918 
Genera Licence To Secters or Tares orn Vetcues, Fiero TuRNIP, 


Swepe, Rare, Frey Cassace, Frenp Kare, Fietp Kost Rast anp 
MANGEL FOR SEED 


Che Board Agriculture and Fisherik e Board of Agriculture for 
Scotland, and the Department of Agriculture and Technica! Instruction 
for Ireland, having been nominated by the Food Controller, jointly, as 
the Government Department by or under the authority of which licences 
under Clause 1 of the Ts ting of Seeds Order, 1918, are to be issued, 
hereby authorize all persons concerned to sell seeds of the kinds men 
tioned in Part III. of the First Schedule of the Testing of Seeds Order 
1918, viz., Tares or Vetches, Field Turnip, Swede, Rape, Field Cabbage, 
Field Kale, Field Koh! Rabi, and Mangel without declaring the actual 
percentage of germination as required by Clause 2 (h) of the Order, pro 
vided that the percentage of germination is not leas than the Standard 
of Germination as set out hereunder and that a statement to that effect 
is made as required by Clause 1 (b) of the Order. 

Standard of Germination 
for purposes of 
Clause 2 (h 


lares V etches 90 per cent 


Field ‘Turnip 85 
Swede 85 
Rape 85 
Field Cabbag: 75 
Field Kale : Ee 
Fie d Koh] Rabi 75 
Mangel 120 


Food Orders. 


THE RATIONING ORDER, 1918. 
DIRECTIONS FOR GENERAL BUTCHERS AND THEIR 
CUSTOMERS 

1. For the purposes of these directions “general butcher’’ means a 
butcher who gells butcher's meat other than pork, whether or not he 
also sells pork and offal 

" Emergen y customer means & person law fully holding and using 
a soldier's or sailor's leave or duty ration book, demobilization ration 
book, traveller's ration book or an emergency ration card which is not 
marked with the name of another general butcher. 

A person in respect of whom a visitor’s declaration form has been 
handed to and lawfully accepted by a general butcher is deemed to be 
registered with that butcher during the period for which the form is 
valid 
. A general butcher may supply butcher's meat (other than pork 
only 

(a) to his registered customers: or 
(b) to emergency customers without registration 


f he has more 
than sufficient supplies for his registered customers). 


3. fa) A person may obtain butcher's meat (other than pork) from a 
general butcher only if he is registered with him for the purpose. This 
restriction does not apply to an emergency customer. 

(4) Pork may be supplied by a general butcher to and obtained by anv 
person withont the surrender of any coupon F 

4. Butcher's meat (other than pork) may be obtained or supplied against 


~ coupons marked ‘ meat,’ “ butcher's or other meat” or “ other meat 
ony. f 
, 
A general butcher may supply to any person without detaching 
coupons— 


* a Mee her : meat articles as are from time to time declared by 
1¢ Food Controller to be obtainable from ; f i 
eae on ible from a general butcher without 
(6) any perishable stocks in respect of whi i 
y perishable stock: spect of which a licence has bee 
issued to him by his Food Conmmitise. sige it tice 
9. A half coupon may be used for su 
provisions of these directions shal! ap 
way as they apply to a coupon; but th 


lying and obtaining meat. The 
y to a half coupon in the same 
e amount of meat to be supplied 








against a half coupon shall only be half the amount which may be 
supplied against a whole coupon. : , : 

10. The number on each coupon corresponds with a particular week 
in accordance with the statement in the ration book, and the coupon can 
only be used for oregies made in the period from the Sunday of that 
week up to and including the Wednesday in the week following. 

13. A general outcher must divide his supplies as fairly as possible 
between his registered customers. He is not bound to supply the ful! 
ration to first-comers unless he is certain of having enough to give full 
rations to all. 

14. These directions do not affect sales to Residential Establishments, 
Catering Kstablishments or Institutions in accordance with special dire 
tions issued to such establishments, or sales on a seaman’s meat card in 
accordance with any directions issued for such sales. . 

15. A general butcher must keep prominently displayed in his shop a 

py of such parts of the official Table of Equivalent Weights of Meat for 
the time being in force as relate to all kinds of meat sold by him. 

17. The Directions for General Butchers and their Customers, dated 
29th July, 1918 [S.R. & O., No. 960 of 1918}, are hereby revoked, without 
prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 

3lst December 

——s 
THE SUGAR ORDER, 1917. 
Authorization. 

lhe Food Controller hereby authorizes and directs that :— 

On and after the 30th December, 1918, until further notice, every 
voucher issued pursuant to the Sugar Order, 1917 (S.R. & O., No. 1049 w/ 
1917], authorising the supply of sugar to a person for the purpose of a 
manufacturing business, shall be valid for double the amount stated upon 
the face of such voucher ; and all persons concerned are hereby authorized 
to make and take delivery of and to use such amount of sugar accord- 
ingly, notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in the Sugar 
(Restriction) Order, 1918 [S.R. & O., No. 528 of 1918). 

3lst December. 


—_—_——— 


[THE SUGAR ORDER, 1917. THE RATIONING ORDER, 1918 
Authorization. 

[he Food Controller hereby authorizes and directs that until further 
notice every Authority and Voucher issued pursuant to the above Orders 
authorizing a supply of sugar to a Catering Establishment or a Residen 
tial Establishment or an Institution in respect of the four weekly periods 
beginning 26th January, 1919, or any subsequent period, shall be valid 
for the amount stated upon the face of such Authority and Voucher and 
an additional amount of 50 per cent, [S.R. & O., No. 1049 of 1917 and 
No. 894 of 1918}, 

31st December. 





Demobilization and Re-settlement. 


No more urgent task follows upon the demobilization of the Forces 
than the re-instatement in civil life of the soldiers and sailors. The 
number of men to be dealt with in this country alone makes the labour 
gigantic; but the machinery exists for performing it, and it only remains 
for intending employers and employees to avail themselves of their oppor- 
tunity. The Employment Exchanges, assisted by the Local Advisory 
Committees, which represent equally the interests of both parties in every 
neighbourhood, have the organization ready for use. The staffe of the 
Exchanges have been considerably strengthened in order to meet the extra 
strain thrown upon them. It is not generally known that branches have 
been set up to deal with diechanged men only, in a great number of 
cases special sections for disabled men having been established. As far 
as possible, the work in these new additions to the Exchange system is 
carried on by men in the same ition as those whom they are helping 
back to civil employment. Discharged men, with no small proportion of 
disabled among them, superintend the placing of discharged and dw 
vbled men. It has been found that the loss of an arm, of a leg, of two 
legs, and even of eyesight is no insurmountable obstacle to the perform- 
ance of efficient work, given employers who will employ the men, and the 
Exchanges which make use of such men are patent examples of the fact 
that war, even when it has dealt serious bodily injuries, does not unfit the 
fighter for successful life as a civilian. ; 











Societies. 


The Annual Meeting of the Bar. 


The Attorney-General (Sir Gordon Hewart, K.C.) presided over the 
annual gencral meeting of the Bar, held in the Inner Temple Hal! on 
Friday, the 17th inst., and the Solicitor-General (Sir E. Pollock, K.C.) 
was among the members of the General Council of the Bar who were 
present. 

In expressing, says The Times, the congratulations of the Bar to his 
predecessor in the office of Attorney-General upon his appointment as 
Lord Chancellor, Sir Gordon Hewart said that in one sense only did 
they find cause for regret in that appointment, and that was that they 
would lose as a member of the Bar one than whom they had never had 
a more loyal friend. The new Lord Chancellor carried with him to his 
exalted position the good wishes of every member of the Bar. No one 
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admired more than did his old comrades of the Bar t 
tual qualities which had placed him at so early 
position that he now held, and they | not the 
the State might look I i 
Of the retiring Lord ¢ 

without profound respe 

perfect embodiment 

wish to become, and as L 

which he had gained at 

SACK, and h ad ende ured 


before him by his unvarying ; 


wry 


The annua! statement 
that 1,438 barristers had s« 
Crown, and that of this nun 
of their country, one had ré 
Cross, and forty the Disting 
been mentioned in dispat 
a proud record. The subj 
thoughts, and he would 
members of the Baz uld 
bear some relation to 
no professic nh was toe pnt é 
it was to the Bar. For th 
great numbers placed their 
during the war they could n 
the profession to do what they could in 
not to rely on a Government Departm 
appointed by the Bar Council to 

Mr. J. A. Foote, K.C., in 
statement, said that the war 
siderable burden, and in no previ 
to be done as in the period « 
by the Demobilization Departm 
a system of priority among memb 
the Army A special committe | 
seven sittings since 13th December, 

Mr. Rawlinson, K.C., seconded tl 
Sir Reginald Acland, K.C., speal 
Committee, suggested that ther 
been able to keep the 
assistance to their 
rendered their position in t 
to return to the practice of 
did not desire to resume 
appointments in which t 
powers of command gaines ring the war 
mittee had asked various Government Depart 
would be open to such men, and that in m 
the qualifications of candidates were equal, p 
those applicants who had served their cou 
concerning other classes of appointments 1 
Appointments Branch of t Labour Ministry 
The Council's statement was unanimous! 





ir pract 


The Law Society. 
GENERAL MEETING 


The Secretary of the Lav wclety M E. R 


the following circulat 


Dear Srr,—I am di 
meeting of the m th welt 
Sor ety, on Friday, 3ist J inuary it 2 « 

The Py as d nt wil ] submit pr posais 
memorial to eolicitors and their 
in support 

Sir Walter Trower will give notice that 
of the Sox iety, to be held in July next. he v 
the pledge of the Prime Minister to rer 
the law as between men and women and 
tunities they seek in our schools and 
trades and professions in which they 
admitted to the Society's lectures and 

Mr. H. P. Gisborne, London, will n 
interest as a measure of reconstructi 
fusion between the two branches of 
be open to women.’”’ 

Mr. FE. A. ll, London, wi 
attitude does ‘ouncil p 
about to be k hefore P 
women into the legal pr vfession ’ 


emopoerTse ot ‘ 


Royal Society of 
SWINEY PRIZF 

The Swiney Prize for 1919 has he« 
for his work, nd Crin 
his work, ‘‘ Criminal Responsibli 
1 eum of £100 contained in a cup of the same value 
the will of Dr. George Swiney, who died in 1844 


Crime 





iant 


inte 


ec 


! 








testator’s death, for the best 
sward is given alternately for 
djudicators being Fellows of 

Royal College of Physicians 


The Selborne Socie ty. 
VIstt TO LEGAL LONDON 


Saturday afternoor lst February, 
t the adminiatration of 
made to the Roya 

i Marshall Hall, K.C 

t 2.15 p.m., and visiting 

cedure during an action 

ial opportunity of bringing 
ember of the acox lety 

The second visit 

on 8th March, when 

descr pion of the work 

» and future visita can 


W.c. 1 


1ue-cham bere, 


London. 


pie Common Room 
The subject for 
n by the Allies 
r, Mr. Coram; 


Society of Incorporated Accountants and Auditors. 


J Martin w resigned the retary p of this Society 
nd } been appointed Adviser 


) 
Aircraft in Peace. 
reports of the Civil Aerial 
iéstions and the Main Com 
ft which are 
ise 12 of the 


Damage by 


It proposes 
ight to the air 
doctrine in its 
hand, to 
altitudes would 
The interference 


other 


would, 
» land 
gation which 
and #0 avoid 


uuld prov ide 


ial damage 
or landing, 


iid include one for 
landing or ascent 
lariding 


on the 


aerodromes or 


action tor trespass 


eceseary element in 


only, 

well as 

‘ i connection 
serodromes and 
yme or landing 
ww altitudes 
vused by the 
by paragraph 


sed in clause 
sh the identity 
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routes, but the Committe 
my recommen lation as 


vy regu 


the general 1 hte 

rigut has enera hye 
5 

ad calum nd , 

extends to a he t sull 


my app i 


be t d , 
drafted in the B 
trespas ! I p 
preserved t 
finjury to] | ’ 
arried ti We 
su ad ! ed 
nd } 
the su 
t use t 
ior may be Mh i 
persons OF land f 
ind their remedy f 
Admittedly pet 
own satety DD precaut 
1 ol aircratt 


doubt whether unde 
damage would be 


or intent I t 
aircrait to e® witnin 
or uses at h D 
ipp iT il e al u d pe a 
~@ leit tor yiut 
that as far as da 
the landowner of what 


should be ‘ Inpe ne ted 
self and } property 
practice Lhe expense 
prove ery burder 


As affectir t 


the sndownet ‘ 
consideration to t 
which uld 

have come to ‘ 
altituds mpr 
landow: I | ' ivi 
actual nuisance used 
suggested by Spe C 


are most likely to ar 
it eTrodromes rec 


the fly 


The ¢ Mu 
resolved to forward to 


of Trad und the P 


postal and telecrapht 
After recording th« 
the Government should 


7 


the po fai aml teregrap! 


the war. the Coun 
penny postage, 1 ck 
lowed ita int ] 
munity, it is 

1918 Budget. when the 
the total coat f+ , 
eituat 1 ae 
have a ready char wre d 
favour of the increased 

The Council then u 

the complete freedom 
unrestricted use of 


and of reg ists red teleg 


deferred and week-end cab 


A League of Natic 


Lord shaw ‘ Dun 
Hall, Chancery-lan 
purpose of explat 
R. A. Pinsett (Presid 

Lord Sha Says the 
would have wished to 
President in the Par 
Minist« ur o 
ubsence of Mr 
tothe world. | 


n 


‘ 


are not at present 








Pe 


My 
pres dent of the Lancashure 


the 18th inst., says he 


plained that ne, a 





Taft and Lord Grey waa a loss 
> , 41 








Cecil. Unless the bargains to be made were preceded by definite arrange- 


ments that those bargains would be effectively kept and honoured, the 


Conference would be a beating of the air. 


To conceive of a League of Nations as something merely negative, 
prohibitive, or restrictive was to take a narrow and mistaken view. 
ly the movement had reached a striking point of significance in the 


nearing reunion of the Anglo-Saxon race. The case was one for good 


hope. If the Anglo-Saxon race was thus united, it was inconceivable that 
wr Allies 1 notably France, would fail to join this greatest of 
ea t t the world had ever known 


Law Students’ Journal. 


Yorke Prize at Cambridge. 
The | Prize it, ( moby! dye value about £115, lor the best essay 
pon some subject relating to the Law of Property, has been awarded to 


Mr. John Walter Jones, B.A., LL.B., of Emmanuel! College. Mr. Jones, 


up e I ‘ sity College ot Wales, Aberystwyth, took 
irst-cla mours in the Law Tripos of 1916, and won the George Long 
Prize Roman Law and Jurisprudence 
Law Students’ Societies 
Law Srvcpents’ Desatrnc Socrery.—At an extraordinary general 
ting of the society, held at the Law Society's Hall on the 


14th January, 1919 (Mr. W. 8S. Jones in the chair), it was decided 
that the meetings of the society should be resumed, meetings for 


he present to be held fortnightly instead of weekly. A provisional 


nittes as elected as follows Messrs. W. S. Jones (hon 
isu Cc. P. Blackwe ind J. B. Willis (hon. secretaries), H. J. 
Meve reporter), C. F. King, and J. E. Tunnicliffe. 








Appointments. 


Che Honourable Sir Lovuts Henry Davies, K.C.M.G., Chief Justice of 
ida, and the Honourable Lyman Poors Dvrr, a Puisne Judge of the 


Supre e Court f Canada, have been appointed Members of the Privy 


tain LINDESAY JOHN Ropertson, R.A.F., barrister-at-law, formerly 
Professo1 f Hindu Law and afterwards Principal of the Law School, 

nbay Unive y, has been appointed by the Council of Legal Educa 
n Lecturer in Hinda and Mahomedan Law at the Inns of Court, 
place of the late Sir Frederick A. ‘Robertson, K.B.E. 


rsit 


Changes in Partnership. 


Dissolution. 


Arpert Howe and Georce Epwarp Sairn, solicitors (Howe and Co.), 
Meeting House-lane, Sheffield. December 31. The said George 


Edward Smith will continue to carry on business at the same address 
inder the same style or firm { Gazette, 21st January. 
General. 
Phe Assizes at Appleby were not held on Monday, there being no cases, 
ither civil or criminal, for trial. 


Addr« ng the boys of his old school, Friars, Bangor, on Tuesday, 
-- Justice Atkin expressed the opinion that in the higher classes of 
ools a certain modicum of law might be taught. 

Mr, Henry Brierley, M.A., registrar of the Wigan County Court, and 
Authors’ Association, is celebrating his legal! 


ubilee, it being just fifty years since he was admitted a solicitor. 


Che Vimes special correspondent at The Hague, in a message dated 
Vemminger Zeitung reports the following 


iriosity of the elections to the Bavarian Diet: “In the idyllically 


ituated place Lautrach asylum for idiots conducted by Franciscan 
nuns. ‘I e astonishment of the population, the patients of the estab- 
hment were taken to the polling booth by the nuns to record their 
es. | Social Democratic Party has entered a protest against this 

pr au 
At Bow-street Police Court, on the 16th inst., says the J'imes, before 
Mr. Garrett, John Barns, carrying on business under the name of 
Supply Stores’ Drummond-street, N.W., was summoned at the 
I Board of Trade for failing to furnish within the prescribed 


nt containing 


the particulars required under Section 3 ol 
uti that the defendant had at various periods passed under 

different names. The defendant pleaded ‘‘ Guilty,” but attri- 
wuted his default to ignorance of the provisions of the Act. He com- 
sritish-born subject, should be singled out for 
there were plenty of Jews and foreigners trading with 


th Busine Names Act, 1916. It was stated by Mr. Burrows, for the 
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oe a en — 
impunity under assumed names in the same street. Mr. Garrett ordered Senenm, Chase Cemex, Brinas apg J . ae Feb18 Marsden, Burnett 
*) . sithfall ¢ ‘avy, il, enrietta + avenc 
the defendant to pay a fine of £100 and £5 5s. costs. BURRELL, ALBERT, Beresford rd, Green Lanes, Harringay FebS William: H, Mason, 76 
y is @ “ Mrs. Napier Higgins, of Finsbury pymt 
_The death, says the Times, is announced of irs. N “4 well... ) | Davey, Hon Anravk Jex, Godalming, Surrey Feb 12 Rider, Heaton, Meredith & 
Nether Winchendon, Bucks, widow of the well-known Chancery counse Mills, 8, New sq, Lincoln's inn 
Joseph Napier Higgins, Q.C., of ‘Lincoln's Inn, which took place on | Dent, Aanes Lovisa, Kingwood Hants | Lowe & Co, 2, Temple edns 
2th January, in her ninetieth year. Mrs. Higgins was the only su: D prema, 2 = Snore Bem ngham, Manufacturer March 1 James Rigoey, Son & 
._@ 3° Tr re = 6 - ruwn sirmingham 
viving daughter of Sir Thomas Tyringham Bernard, Bart., of Nether pyoncow sauven JoBN, Leeds, Artist Feb 3 Geo Francis Stett, Leeds 
Winchendon, by his marriage with Sophia Charlotte, daughter of Sir | Exyioce, Gronae HeNRy. Rye, Sussex Jan3l Dawes & Son, Rye 
ri Tilliams. Bart. She was well read in historical subjects and the | Evans, Jonny, Liverpool Febi4¢ Labron, Johnson & Son, Liverpool 
David Williams, Bart e was we » on . — ~ | | GREGORY, Sir Puiuir SrENceR, Lowndessq Feb 8 Hanbury, Wh tting & Ingle, 62, 
author, among other works, of ‘“‘ Women of Furope in the Fifteenth and hace Wena ad 
Sixteenth Centuries,’’ and a family history, “The Bernards of Abington | yaywmros, Rev Ca CHARLES JAMES, Walton on Trent Jan 81 Mooly & Woolley 
Nether Winchendon.”’ Her great-grandfather, Sir Francis Bernard, Derby 
and G = f ote -husett t the beginning of the American War | #4¥!To RGI E.izapern, Victoria, BC Jan 3i Mocdy & Woolley, Derby 
Was WEOVEERES OF Eiassacnasewwe ay ne OEE Ham eurnemouth Secretary Jan 28 Sidebotham & Sidebotham, 
of Independence and was awarded a baronetcy for his services. Mrs : 
Higgins is succeeded in her estates at Nether Winchendon and Cud IBBERT LISSE JENNI STUART, Lucerne, Switzerland Feb 15 Field, Roscoe & Co 
y he ; viving so Aeutenant-Colonel Francis Tyr ! n felds , 
dington by her only surviving son, Lieutenar ‘olon Fra eis Southampton, Bank Cashier Feb 18 Paris, Smilh & Randall 
ham Higgins Bernard, who has been serving in France and Belgium 
. mn . ' : rpool. Cust in se Office veb 2 : , . . 
At London Sessions, on Wednesday, savs the J'imea, ( harles Clarke ea As . 7 ~ atl na _ r, “ . -— w paige, aaiee 
‘ nz ‘ ’ 1 y Y es lepo eb 5 q t » epoo 
(63), John Grantham (53), and George Hayes (49), dustmen employed | j,cxsow, SARAH ANNE. Cazenove rd, Stoke Newington Feb6 Dunkerton & Son, 23, 
by the Marylebone Borough Council, were charged with stealing thre Be iford row 
sacks containing rags, paper, and bottles, declared to be the property LEAKE, WILLIAM man rin con rd, West Norwood Feb 10 Davidson & Morriss, 40 
nm * ; Queet toria 6 
of the Council. The jury acquitted the mei Sir A. Bodkin, prose¢ afr iy . 














} ‘ 

c ‘ ! LEWIS, HANNAH, Edith rd, Peckham Febi5 F Duke & Son. 18 & 19 Ironmonger In 
ing, said that the proceedings were instituted to put an end to what was Lows, JouN, Staverton, Devon, Nurseryman Feb 1S Watts, Woollcompe & Watts 
alleged to be a mischievous and dishonest practice known as “‘ totting Newton A bot, Devon 


. . . ' LYN GILBERT, Weymouth st, Portland pl, Doctor March 1 Howard Rumney, 12 
This was the collection and sale of anything marketable salved by dust ficcaees a iinaaiinh dine . y 


men from the refuse they collected. Since April, 1917, the council had | wanrsy, ToHomas Frowgr, Mark Ip, Stevedore Feb 14 T Richards & Co, 31, York 
done its own collection of refuse, and the dustmen were informed that p', Baxer st ;, - hs Velstex @ 
. 9 Tm rws 7 vaUs } Compton Q 4 eb 2 
“totting’’ must cease. The dustmen unanimously agreed to the pro ———— — AUGUSTA, Fenny CU »mptor arwicks airfax Barfleld, 
. ry — anoOU 
posal and “‘totting ' was absolutely prohibited. The dustmen received | yoonsg, HaRRIET MATILDA, Stevenage, Herts Feb 15 Ward, Bowle & Co, 7, King st 
a standing wage of 30s. a week, and a war bonus of 19s. Their commis Cheap-ide = 
sion on the sale of the waste amounted to over 15s. a week. Mr. Fox- | Musnay, Wittiam Henry, Ilford, Chemist Fob 14 Aird, Hood & Co, 4, Brabant ct 
: : : » } . NORMAN, Canon ALFRED MERLE, Great Berkhamsted Feb 5 Frederic Wood, Wring- 
Davies, for the defendants, said that for years, probably for centuries oom, Ramat 
dustmen had been picking up from the refuse the few things they could | Nuny, THoMAs TAVERSHAM, Loughton, Essex March 10 Ashley, Tee & Sons, 7 
ind a sale for. The men put forward a claim of lawful rht Fi ederick’s pl, Old Jewry ; . 
‘ ' . . om -— . sci PERCIVAL, Rt Rev Joun, Oxford Feb 22 J A Neale, 17, Temple House, Temple av 
—— PILBROW, ELIZABETH ANNE, Rugby mans, Addison Bridge, Kensington Feb 11 Basil 
Hi Wilk neon, 108A, Cannon st 
ourt Pa ers PRESTON, FRANK flenky, Lower Richmond rd, Putney Feb7 Gedge, Viske & Gedge 
” 10, Norfolk st, Strand 
° Ring, Gronoce Kew, Surrey Feb 7 Hilder, Thompson & Dunn, 36, Jermyn st 
Supreme Court of Judicature. os Jomes'e 
. ROBERTS, THOMAS ELLIS, Colwyn Bay Feb 6 Porter, Amphiett & Co, Colwyn Bay 
tOTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON STEVENS, ARTHUR, StAlbans Feb 18 Thos Ottaway, St Albans 
EMERGENCY APPEAL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice STOCK N, Loum: EvizaBerd, Staines March! Stanley BWorth, New Broad st House 
ROTA. No. 1 SARGAN! New Broad st 








. ve 
7 Mr. Farmer (Mr. Church Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Leach SuTTon, Captain Sir Ricuarp Vincent, Bart, Newbury March 1 Atkey, Clarke & 


. Jolly Farmer Leach Church Atkey, 0A, Sackville st : 
Wednesday .. 2 Synge Jolly Charch Farmer LaYLOR-W HITBHRAD, JULIA, Upper Phillimore gdns, Kensington Feb15 RE F Lander 
Thursday .... Bloxam Synge Farmer Jolly 4, Serjeants inn, Fleet st - 
Friday ........ 31 Borrer Bloxam Jolly Synge OWERSEY, MARGARET ANN, Carter st, Walworth Feb 7 Huntley & Son, 382, 
Saturday Feb. Goldschmidt Borrer Synge Blexam | t “a 
Rk FRANCIS XAVIER, Mexico Feb 15 Field, Roscoe & Co, 34 Lin- 


Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P. 0 Sonate tmne Gaiie 
° ASTROURY. Younarr, PRTERSON, LAWRENCE ING . Morton, Manchester, Jeweller Feb 8 March, Pearson & Aken 
Monday.. Jan. 27 Mr. Borrer Mr.-Ploxam Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly ad nchester ’ e 
Taesday ..... Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Synge vey CAMPBELL, Brighton Feb 1 Chas C Davie, Hove 
Wednesday .. 2% Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam sHI s NICHOLS, Southend on Sea Feb 17 Tolhursts & Cozens, Southend 
wis Charch Leach Goldschmidt Korrer , ; 
Piateawes & Farmer Church Leach Goldse\ midt ‘ RY JENT e ngton b iscot ought cG 5, 8 
Saterday Feb. 1 Jolly ood Church tne _ +... ~ Leaming F 1 ou t, Troughton & Grubhbe, 5, Stene 


a Lond (razett FRIDAY, Jan. 10 


Creditors’ Notices. AnEI oe " - PHER mi LAY, Vange, Essex, Engineer Feb 17 Upton, Britton & 


BAXEN 5. Francis Huon, Uckfield, Sussex March | Atkey, Clarke & Atkey, 94 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35 y+ 
= ii p- JJ° BENI . Henny, New Yord Feb 22 Allen & Son 17, Carlisle st, Soho sq 
LAST DAY oF CLAIM. ENN} NV ALTRI BINSON, Bury, Lancs Feb 11 C Ht Picksione, Ratcliffe 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY. Jan 7 BENTLE JouN, Brighouse, Stene Merchant Feb 20 Jubb, Bowh & Helliwell 
he a Hal fax 
RisHoP, THOMAS TOWAN, Devonport, Baker Jan 31 Albert Gard & Co, D vonport BowEN, WILLIAM, Pontypridd Feb 10 W R Davies & Co, Pontyprid! 
Biss, ERNEST COULSON, Herne Bay Feb10 Martin & Nicholson, 29, Queen st BURGESS, K BERT, Black oo!, Draper Feb 10 Roland W Robins, Blackpool 
BRAND, JARE ELIZABETH, Wigan Jani7 James © Gibson, Wigan CaAMPBEL MARGARET FYFE, Woburn rd, Croydon Feb10 Alen, Edwards & Oldfield 
BULLOCK, JOSEPH THOMAS, Southsea Feb 10 John RC Miller, Southsea 16, Kastcheap 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Go., Lp. 
CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY a: 4/6 por cont. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY covers ati tisks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mhbortgages of 
INSURANCE. Licensed Property, settled ty Counsel,|will be sent Jon ancients 


For Further Information, write: 24, MOORGATE ST., B.C. 2. 
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—— 


Rows, Argtavr, [horaton Hesth, Surrey Feb 20 Me Kenna & Co, 81-34, Basing- 
* 








CaPLine, WILL\am Rromagpsoy, Cavendish rd, Finsbury Park Febl Danisll & Glover 


80, Coleman ot rile 
Cane, Esruer, New astle upo. Tyne Feb 10 Maughan & Hall, Newcastle upon] Sampson, JoserH, Langyort, Somerset, Cattle Dealer March?S5 Meade-King, Cooked 


ryne ( tr etol 
Casmaenae Manta. Nort : ’ 1& MacTork, § uth Cave ScoTrT, Groner, Seotewood, Newcastle upon Tyne, Grecer Febi7 Patrick Bennett & 
DEAN, WILLIAM Jon and ” ; ‘ is { «ddis N wea I i 

" G ee ; y . TT, Wie. kL vuuth Moor, Da ham March 6 G A Carpenter, Purh m 
ps Luca. Guisxpee ViscKnzo SHAW, SAwUEl » Elder, Waleoll, Keysmith Mare 10 E.och Kvane & Son, Walsall 

Stock & S ater, 9, W , Southern Rhodesia, South Africa March 31 Emmet & Co, 14, 


EDELSTEN, JoHN MALIN, OG 
ring’ on 
ELLIS WILLIAM Dewar N 
EMANUEL, EMANURBL, P 
N ‘N RTHUR, Sistet 
<<. 1G ; pNEY, Leeds eb 14 Waterhonee & Co, 1, Newo 


Theohald’s, riGrays , ¢ 
Foas RORGINA, Cambrid + M ) 4 I ron, RK LINF, C:vendish rd, St J hn’s Wood Feb 28 Hickson, Moir & 


«West Did: bury, Manchester March 1 Fredk W Ogien Lyles 


nots, Totland Bay Isileof Wight Feb 15 Wright, Hassall & Co 


Stran ! : 
GARDAM, ; roe Maup Hans P 1s Val ’ I : ! ; , MC, RFA, Hove, Sussex Merchi Last, Sons & Fitton 


Gardam, 
GARSED. JOHN sw, Eland 
GRAHAM, HBARY, Dock H 
x ve PAyEWA r 
HALL, THOMA*, Hartlepx 
Hitonoock, THomas, Lave 
er 
HoLBaook Roskarr Duy 
am pt 
HOLT, Aba Epitn, Ken! 
born cir 
HUNTER, CATHERINE | ! ) I : Robert G Harrison 
Hun7T ER, HENRY, New j inary Surgeon Feb 15 Mabaue, (ira , London Gazette.~—¥arpay, Jan. 17. 
& Mabane, South 
HURST, JULIA, Queen's v «, EBalir ‘es . thing READ aTuur, Royal Park bidga, Camden Town, Pianoforte Manufacturer Feb 20 
KAYS, Mary HANNAH, Swint I l g t rund sl er 1 & 7, John st, Bed ord row 
Lyne ww. ' ' Feb 15 as C Wilkinson, 7, Caliam st 
KEIGHLEY, RICHARD, B io I : I " l ; Q Cr , ‘ Coal Miner Jan 30 Chas P G.rtside, Cross Keys, 


Kew; Joun ellington 


1am Feb ‘ Pepper, Tangye & Winterton, 
some rd, Ke Tuwn, Commercial Traveller Feb 


Middix c Tathom &!Procter, 36, Lincoln s 
Col hes 
er, Innkeener Feb4 Thos G Dobbs, Worcester 
Kegworth, Leicester Feb28 Smith, Mammatt & Hale, 


Ss Earle, Sous & Co, Machester 


4anan ANN, Oakhill rd, East Putuey Febié Edward D K Busby, 52, Queen 
5 at 
ZABETH ALICP, mford, Lives Feb 14 Stapleton & Son, Stamford 
CLARENCE ule ater ! anu er ra i] sey, Mobb-rley, Cheshire, Merc.ant Febis Taylor, Kirkman & 
Kershaw, San é I ‘ ‘ heat 
LEE, ROBBKT, Stocator w rise { ; 1, St t 1 [ is, Danmow, Essex Feb 15 Wade, Wix & Wade, Dunmow, 
lees 
LONG, URORGE, ( 0 iging e ) , noghue { Les ArTHUR, Bil r av,Sollcitor Aprill Rye & Eyre. 13, Golden sq 
Bristol , LENG Gu, Claygate, surrey Feb 28 Currie, Williams & Williams, 
MACARTHUR, JAuES RAM tt } 1eimore, , 
Bloomsbury eq Ros Lt qoay, Cornw'll Feb 22 C H Passman, Leamington Spa 
VEYE FREDERIC GUSTAVE i ‘ veriat t le 3, Llé “ Hewvry Garrerr, Derby Feb28 W HF ilis Briggs, Dory 
J ormyn eat Many ANNE, Hyth-, Kent March 1 Bernard C Drake, Hythe, Kent 
NAYLOR, RicHARD LEakoyD lor J { v? po larriott & Co, Man he ter 
OSBALDISTONE, K@TELLE Ma t t ferne | Feb Lo rt ee LOA : t 3 Jame ch ‘rset March 8 Abbot, Pope & Abbot risto! 
Ido . : Biv tew MARY. Oxton, Feb “2 L W Lewis & Sous, Walsall 
PAPANT ‘ tow 7 . gent i] aD Y lat J 15 Fawce t & Unswort:, Moreca abe, Lancs 
‘ [ ' IAN NAH. ¢ j or Oldham Feb 2S Ascroft, Maw & Shimeld 
PATTEN, PH r t 8 j 
PRERY, DANIRL staf unas , ! ' ' eird wowall, Merchant Feb 13 Cauoter, Son & Venning 
il , 
POOLE, ELIZABE H MARY Jani t } ! vert, ¢ ] j Th Berkeleysq March 7 ‘illiam Sturges & Co, 5, Little 
Rivvon, vwis, Chering ’ } ¥ and Vas ateT 
4 uth-Western Ban«, I t ‘ ut ) 3 HCG , Kensington, Merchant Feb 20 Coward & Hawks 
SHEPHERD, WIL tAM Re » ut I ; l lymou son ) ’ In 
STILEY, EDGAR Watson, 6 i e tor nde riff ‘ { ' ,cn ) Feb 14 Huch Pritchard, Pwllheli 
Hend reson, th rwi:k upon ’ vin ey reester Feb 12 liras & Son, Brierly Hill 
THORNTON, DRaceY GanTu, I : t er | t ll, Be ‘ Jove ‘ eb 17 Jeaumont & Soa, 66, Gresham House, Old 
Hea h Sood 
Watson, Josran, The ing ) lan »? Sonu t ' ‘ > ft. Lar Jan 31 FH& W Wors'ey, Stal ybrilige 
Bloomsiury Wandsworth Common Fed26 Gedge, Fiske & Gedge, 
WILLIaMs, Jou, C 1 A berystwrtl ' 
00 CHARLE: HE rt J A get Feb 10 . \ i Upper Clapton Feb 21 Lowiess & Co, 29, Gt St 
Daw & N vet ry, ~ 
Woop, THom.«s. Bur ent, | . feb & W J Drewry & N id, ‘ raice "aTTie, E 22 Wri-ht, Hassall & Co, Leamington 
Burton on ire ‘ RTHA4, “a’ sham : H-orvy & Aifre! Maxfiel!, Sheffield 
TUESDA ine LIAM. Oldham ’ , 21 _ Ascroit Maw & Shimeid, ‘/ldham 
4 ¥Y HaviD. Ke gate 0 W Nicholson. 24. Lawrence In 
APPLEYARD, GERBACIO Prova eet Jan 31 Lan! & Poster, Halifax , merick Reav, Vic oria rd, Stroud Gree:, Commercial Traveller March 
i RNTLEY, JOHN, Rastrick, Brighouse » Merchant Feb? jvoth & He'liwe , , Ky 13. Gol-ten sq 
Halifax UNTFORD. STANLEY, Hamil.on pl, Piccadilly Feb 20 H H Wells & Sons, 17, Pater 
BRANFORD, HERBERT MILLS, Sus t t i B rr 
hack. Yeo «Co Copthal USAR Major I 
BRO KK, HERB RT, Sa e, Cl ) siak n " 
HRUS NER Msikoo MonirZ, Ox sunt , 11, St : : I MILY, Iver, Bucks March 3 Peacock & Goldard,3 South :q, Gray's inn 
BRYBAM, TH« Mas LoONSDALE t neer Barlov HAKD ANNIE LE OLINE, Strines,Chester Marhi Pa kinson, Slack & Need 
Jackson & We W ig Man ber 
Bor THOMAS . } V ilder , ISB zA:*Torquay Marehl Sismey & Co, 3, Pimp ct, Temple 
Valbrook ' npe. ANNIE LAYINIA, Birklale,Lancs Feb 20 Cartwright & Canni gham, 47, 
COOKE, Henry ‘ } hortt » Newcastle upon Tyne ennateur Fe 
CORPIFELD, GRORGE Enoar, re p . rporat.d Accoun 1 ALEXANDER FREDERICK. S d, Cricklewood Feb 11 R Miller 
Feb 12 ‘ Pitmsa 1/1 ’ j a Na wr. Jas ver H vase, 4 & 6, vlav 
DARLINGTON, LauRA Mati Lue k i Springthor > ) vomas JO-EPU, Mason s,OldKentrd F.bl4 Heury I Sydoey, 2, Renfrew 


IERPERT, RE, DSO, East Grinstead March 1 Davenport, Cunliffe 
‘ ty | 


croft, Kirmingham . th 
Davis, 14aac, Covpton ter. Highbury Feb 28 ’ ‘ : , ' uN Cornwall Feb 15 Con'ter Hancock, Truro 
DU+SBURY, FRep¥RiCcR. Du ‘ley, Worcester, Vir t f ' ra ‘ : RGR, \ddlestone,Sa rey March 1 Hores, Pattisson & Bathurst, 
Rw las no Birmios hem : 
ELLIS®, MaRy AN*, Northalierton Feb! iE r all-rto" Roy. iN, tpel ri, Ealing Feb 18 Lithgow & Pepper, Wimpo'e House 
GAUTAKY LizapeTa, C tienh m, Cambridge Feb 2 i ui & eld, Cambridge | Wimp at 
GrasuamM, WiLLisM He RY, New Miiden, Sur Sie wood Warreo, | SaxpERso 9 RANK, i n Fel tit, Walton & C», Lei chton Buzzard 
K ng ton upow Thames - » » oe i [ se ih 
} , 5 , Sal aves JANE, Line F b15 Frd Ga dee socaster 
GREE. WOOD, JOHN, Mix nden, ifax, Yorks, Farmer March 3 W H Boocock & ~ avy. Max?THa FLEMING, ‘ord. Yorks Feb 15 CC Bell @ Son, Bedford 
Hari b _ = Br rtvrich &( 7. Paternoster r Se.Loes, Henny, Ma r, Saddier March 1 Lawaov, Coppock @& Hart, Man 
. ‘ » ge ‘ di art en « n t r ternc e ‘ ~ 
. 1s er . . 
| ay "sex. ‘ t. Sane om ~ } hig te ' SHIPPEY, EowWAkpD, Ma chest Solicitor Feb 9 Shippey, Earley & Doverty, Man 
oN c oO R ord « vo ) I tr 
rennet ' ’ . <a ‘FF Tox rromesTer Arnruvr Upp-r Rivhmond rid, Putney Feb17 Wood, Nash 
Yaurs, Feanow Hawey Rol . — . oontes ~via Jan 31 t : t. 6 Ray und bidgsa, Griy's inn . 
M naan 7 : ~ oe : Salt -y vine: Smith & Mach \KE. Bes uuces.on pl. Kensington Feb 26 Syrett & Sons, 45, Fins 
ADELE /, ROBERT PHIL ‘ etu b, on ¥. Smith sof \ : > 
M — ee " P ' Alfred i . fap o " »i1am Common April 19 Busk, Mellor & Norris, 45 
MASON, “AMUKL HN erry Barr, St } 2 fred Poin‘on, Bir 
N “ne _— Cc , MW { Ad ‘ \ LI Bishop Ancklani! Feb 15 J R Leng, Bishop Auckland 
) m re ‘ isett 18, Adam st, . 
when ryt — sgt etn = ae , y , _ ton ‘ Cotton Operative Mares 3 J H Chadwick, 
O'NEILL, Victor i(Faxperic. Hale Ches ire, Paper Tube 
Bdgir, Grace & lands, Ma :chester 
PALEY KMILY FRANCES, U ce W yl } ’ tibeor burt t q . 
- Ay. — ee yaa f *REDERICK ercweRr, West Dils ury, Ma ichester, Paper Merchant Feb 25 
POHLMANN, ARTHUR Parr, Halifax Jan 31 Laid & Fos'e Diggles & Ogle Ma che-ter , 
RAMSDEN, WILLIAM, Rasteick, York Febi5 C iamber: & Cha ob rs, Brighouse WADL:\@ Hg«ny Join sol a rd Architect March 1 Ford, Lloyd, Bart'ett 
ROTHENBERG, CHAISTINA, Ma peste Feb 15 H Faulkner Simpson, Manchester Michelmore, 38, Bloomsbury 94 





Douzlas Houstoun, Duchy of Lancaster Office 








: 
? 


